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Up in smoke 

On the 17th January Home Secretary 
David Blunkett opened what was announced 
as Europe’s biggest asylum centre. It was a 
lavishly appointed establishment in Yarl’s 
Wood, Bedfordshire, which had cost £100 
million. In a Daily Mail report the following 
day, it was observed that the facilities at 
Yarl’s Wood would not be out of place in a 
luxury hotel. 

The centre was designed to accommodate 
illegal immigrants whose applications for 
settlement in the UK had been turned down 
and were awaiting deportation. Not any old 
facilities for these people! Despite the fact 
that in entering this country they had broken 
our laws, the attitude of the Government 
was: nothing but the best for them! While 
waiting to go home (if they are ever sent 
there!) they were able to enjoy video games, 
satellite TV, two gyms, weight-training 
rooms, outdoor five-a-side football pitches, 
volleyball and basketball. NHS patients lying 
on trolleys in our Third World-standard 
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hospitals would have envied them. 

But were the immigrants grateful 
to the British Government and tax- 
payers for all these mod-cons? Just a 
month afterwards they gave their 
answer. Following some dispute over 
a woman thought to be from Eastern 
Europe who had complained about 
lack of medical treatment, a large- 
scale riot broke out. Officers were 
attacked, and the rioting inmates 
started a series of fires throughout the 
buildings. In one incident four female 
nurses were locked in the medical 
centre by detainees, then burning 
paper was pushed under the locked 
door. Fortunately, the nurses escaped 
just in time. 

There was then a break-out of some 23 
inmates. 10 were subsequently captured quite 
quickly afterwards, but the remainder got 
away. 

Fire damage has been estimated at £38 
million. 

To say there are red faces at the Home 
Office in consequence of this incident would 
be to understate the case. Our politicians 
have been telling us for years that we must be 
nice to the asylum-seekers, that they are 
poor, innocent people mostly fleeing from 
persecution, that the Government has the 
asylum system under control and that in due 
course all the applications will be sorted out 
to the satisfaction of everybody. In the mean- 
time, there has been mounting public anger 
at the inability of the authorities to control 
the flood and, not least, at the vast public 
(expense that has been incurred in providing 
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BEFORE THE FIRE 


Weight-training facilities, shown here, were 
provided for the detainees at Yarl’s Wood. 


Nothing but the best for them! 


the gatecrashers with living quarters, allow- 
ances and additional amenities such as those 
at Yarl’s Wood. In fact, once it has been 
ruled that people have entered this country 
illegally they should be dispatched with the 
minimum of delay and in the meantime 
housed in the most basic of conditions. 

But taking an overview of the matter, we 
should recognise that the reason these people 
have come to Britain in the first place is that 
word has got around the countries from 
which they come that we are the softest 
touch of all the developed, western nations; 
that we have a government that cares more 
for immigrants than for its own people and 
will bend over backwards to give the new- 
comers everything that they demand — while 
sometimes criminalising indigenous citizens 
who dare to object. The UK has become 
Tom Tiddler’s Ground for all humanity. If 
you’ re prepared to take the risks getting here, 
mate, once you arrive you’ ve got it made! 

Of course, we should not take it out on all 
the asylum-seekers for the incendiary activ- 
ities of a few. No doubt, for the trouble- 
makers and arsonists at Yarl’s Wood there 
were plenty others who were appreciative of 
their treatment (they damned well should 
be!) and just wanted to go home peacefully. 

But the fiasco of Yarl’s Wood adds up to a 
devastating indictment of Tony Blair’s 
Government: for the soft and weak way in 
which it has dealt with the invaders, for the 
delay in kicking them out and for the ridic- 
ulous public expense it has incurred in 
giving them hand-outs and luxuries which 
only encourage more to come. 

The Government’s asylum policy has 
gone up in smoke -— literally in the case of 
Yarl’s Wood. But will lessons be learned? 
Knowing this gang, we doubt it. 


Meanwhile, over 
the Channel... 


On the 20th February, fresh trouble broke 
out at another refugee centre. This was the 
well-known Red Cross camp at Sangatte, 


on the 


month‘s news 


near Calais, which has been the subject of a 
great deal of controversy and argument 
between the French and British governments. 

At Sangatte, an estimated 500 immigrants 
started fighting each other — the main antag- 
onists being Kurds and Afghans, and the 
brawl was reported as arising out of rivalry 
between Kurdish and Afghan gangs of ‘refu- 
gee mafia’, who can earn up to £15,000 a 
night smuggling immigrants. A Calais police 
spokesman said: “These wars often start 
when opposing gang chiefs are both vying 
for the same families to traffic across the 
Channel. It can escalate into a full-scale 
battle along ethnic lines, with Kurds on one 
side and Afghans on the other.” 

French authorities have defended the 
decision to keep the Sangatte centre open 
because, they maintain, the alternative would 
be to have the asylum-seekers running 
around Calais itself. As it is, the small 
village of Sangatte has endured no end of 
trouble. Local women are regularly sub- 
jected to abuse, and the beach is littered with 
alcohol bottles, used syringes and condoms. 
Some of the refugees have squatted in and 
vandalised holiday homes on the sea front 
and some have been arrested for pilfering 
from shops and cafes. Sangatte Mayor Andre 
Segard has said: “The situation is intoler- 
able. Our community is under siege.” 

And guess where all these people are 
headed for! 


Crime and the race factor 


What everyone has known for a long time, 
but few have dared to acknowledge, came 
out last month in a series of articles and 
reports in the newspapers. Coloured immig- 
rants play a role in crime out of all propor- 
tion to their numbers in the population, and 
in some particular crimes almost have a 
monopoly. 

These admissions were sparked off by a 
series of horrific murders occurring in our 
cities, particularly London, over the past 
weeks. Some of the murders were the result 
of shoot-outs between rival gangs of Jam- 
aican Yardies, in one known case with an 
innocent passer-by cut down and killed in 
the crossfire. 

In another horrific incident, an estate 
agent in London, Tim Robinson, was 
stabbed to death by a gang taking his car. 
The gang members were identified as black. 

At long last, even some members of the 
chattering classes have got around to admit- 
ting frankly, if with pained reluctance, the 
race factor in all this murder and mayhem. 
This could be because many of them, ever 
eager to be trendy and ‘PC’, choose to live in 
multi-racial areas then have cause to regret it 
as they become aware of the constant danger 
lurking around their own street corners. It’s 


OK for journalists residing comfortably in 
Buckinghamshire or the Surrey stockbroker 
belt to pontificate against the ‘racism’ of 
Whites in the inner-city ghettos; but when 
the same people find themselves right in the 
middle of the nightmare world which their 
own writings have done so much to encour- 
age and defend they are ready to sing a 
different tune. 

One journalist, James Jackson, penned an 
article in the Daily Mail on the 2nd February 
titled ‘Give us back our streets’. Mr. Jackson 
lives close to where the Robinson murder 
took place, and he was angry. He said:- 


“I never met Timothy Robinson. What I 
have seen of him is a small, sodden pile of 
flowers left beside a lamppost. 

“This is London, not Johannesburg. And so 
my anger grows with the moral cowardice 
of an overspun government that avoids 
questions and ignores answers; with an 
emasculated, dispirited police force which 
substitutes lazy, fearful incident-response 
for visible presence; with those who use the 
smokescreen of race to excuse the violence 
of the street.” 


And Jackson is not just incensed at the 
Blair Government. He goes on:- 


“Meanwhile the Conservative opposition 
calls for ‘neighbourliness’ but the trouble is 
that round here there’s very little soft, cosy 
neighbourliness. I’m talking about knives 
held to throats, of faces scarred for life, of 
pervasive threat, of mindless, predatory 
aggression, of wanton evil, of the ongoing 
celebration of ghetto delinquency.” 


Strong stuff, but there’s more:- 

“There is fear of speaking out, fear in the 
playground, in the housing estates, in quiet 
residential streets. And there is fear of 
wandering into the minefield of political 
correctness that prevents open debate. 

“Gun crime is endemic among some 
elements of black society and most street 
crime is perpetrated by young black men.” 


Jackson continued:- 


“This is the difficult part of the debate, yet it 
ought to be aired, if only because many of 
the victims are Blacks and the criminal 
minority gives the vast majority of decent, 
honest Blacks in this country a bad name.” 


We should be glad that Mr. Jackson has 
gone a great deal further than most main- 
stream journalists have ever done in facing 
the uncomfortable reality of crime and race, 
but there is one matter which even he failed 
to address. He speaks of the vast majority of 
black people as being decent and honest — 
just as some other journalists, when acknow- 
ledging the ethnic minority crime problem, 
have referred to the vast majority of ethnics 
being law-abiding. This is something we 
would not dispute; the majority in virtually 
any community, of whatever race or hue, are 
decent, honest and law-abiding. Criminality 
is invariably an occupation of minorities. 


The point, which no mainstream writer or 
broadcaster yet seems willing to admit, is 
that the minority among immigrant comm- 
unities prone to commit crimes — particularly 
street crimes — is considerably larger, pro- 
portionally speaking, than the minority among 
the indigenous white community of the same 
disposition. This phenomenon can be observed 
consistently, not just in Britain, but in every 
country in the White World where non-white 
minorities have settled. That is the crux of 
the issue of crime and race. When we are free 
to talk about this without fear or inhibition, 
we will really start to address the problem. 


Another Tony crony? 


Everyone now knows about it — the affair 
has had ample airing in the media over the 
past few weeks. We are talking about the 
case of Mr. Lakshmi Mittal, the Indian 
millionaire who obtained agreement for the 
takeover of the Sidex steelworks in Romania 
as a result of an encouraging letter to the 
Romanian Prime Minister Adrian Nastase by 
— our own Tony Blair, no less! 

One of Mr. Blair’s sweeties when writing 
to the Romanian premier was that if he 
consented to the takeover the British Gov- 
ernment would look favourably on the 
Romanians’ application to join the EU. Big 
deal for them! 

One of Blair’s lies in dealing with the case 
was that Mittal’s company, Ispat Internat- 
ional, was a British company. In fact, it is 
nothing of the kind. Mittal himself is an 
Indian citizen. His company is registered in 
the Dutch Antilles, a Caribbean off-shore tax 
haven, and of its workforce of 125,000 less 
than a tenth of one per cent is employed in 
the UK. 

More seriously, the Mittal company, the 
more so with its new Romanian acquisition, 
is a direct competitor of the Corus steel 
company in Wales, which is currently laying 
off workers mainly because of import penet- 
ration from Eastern Europe and Central 
America. 

Less than a month before Blair’s letter to 
the Romanian Prime Minister last July 
recommending the deal, Mittal had made a 
donation of £125,000 to the Labour Party. 
When a Daily Telegraph investigative reporter 
rang Blair’s office enquiring whether the 
Premier knew of this when he wrote to 
Nastase, a spokesman replied: “I do not 
know if he (Blair) was aware of Mr. Mittal’s 
donation but it is irrelevant.” 

Irrelevant? If people in the Prime Minis- 
ter’s office really think this way, can it be 
any surprise that the Government is fast 
earning the loathing and contempt of many 
among the British public. 

National outrage over the Mittal affair 
should be tempered by the realisation that, in 
current terms, it is par for the course. 
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Non-Whites and the BNP 


Newspaper report creates ambiguity and confusion 


IN MID-JANUARY there arrived in 
our post a copy of the Sunday Mercury, 
a newspaper published in the Midlands, 
in which there was a report of a 
meeting between British National 
Party chairman Nick Griffin and a 
Sikh representative by the name of 
Ammo Singh. According to the report, 
written by another Asian, Amardeep 
Bassey, Mr. Griffin had stated that he 
was preparing a change to the BNP 
constitution so as to admit non-Whites 
to membership of the party. Specific- 
ally, the report said:- 

“In what would be an astonishing U- 

turn, Mr. Griffin told the Sunday 

Mercury he would consider putting 

forward proposals to allow black 

people and Asians to become full 

party members. 

“He said he ‘could see some advan- 

tages in such a move because then 

people would believe us when we say 

we are not racists.’ 

“But in the same breath he warned of 

the dangers of multi-culturalism and 

said Muslims would never be allowed 

to join his party because of the ‘agg- 

ressive nature of Islam.’ ” 


Further on in the report it was 
stated that Mr. Griffin had said:- 

“T can see a time when black and 

brown faces will be admitted into the 

BNP fold but we would have to be 

_ careful that we do not get to the stage 
where they outnumber the indigenous 
white English members.” 

Concurrent with our receipt of this 
report, we at Spearhead began to get 
*phone calls from people asking what 
we thought of this development. 

Our editor replied that he could not 
comment until he ascertained the facts. 
Immediately, he e-mailed Mr. Griffin 
and asked him if the report was factual 
‘as printed. Very quickly, Mr. Griffin 
mailed back replying that it was not. 
He said that a disclaimer exposing the 
falseness of the report had been placed 
on the party’s website and also that a 
similar disclaimer would be appearing 
in the latest issue of the party news- 
paper The Voice of Freedom. 

Our editor immediately clicked onto 
the BNP website but could not find the 
disclaimer. He reported this to Mr. 
Griffin, and asked if there had been 
somewhere where he had failed to click 
properly. Mr. Griffin replied making 
no reference to this question but 
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THE MEETING 
Nick Griffin (right) shakes hands here 
with Ammo Singh. The Sikh’s face 
has been blurred in the photo to 
protect his identity. If he cannot be 
identified, it does not suggest much 
of practical value likely to come out of 
co-operation with the BNP. 


provided a personal copy of the dis- 
claimer with his e-mailed letter. This 
stated that he (Griffin) had only 
spoken of non-Whites being admitted 
to membership of the BNP in the event 
of legislation by parliament making it 
illegal not to admit them. This was in 
reply to a question by the Sunday 
Mercury journalist as to what would 
happen in such a contingency. 

Was the disclaimer put on the BNP 
website? As stated, our editor could 
not find it. Was it put out but later 
quickly removed? This would seem a 
strange thing to do as, presuming the 
newspaper report was incorrect, the 
party surely would want to ensure its 
disclaimer to that effect was seen far 
and wide — which would mean keeping 
it on the net for some time until the 
greatest number of people, including 
particularly party members, would 
have seen it. Later our editor spoke to 
another party member who monitors 
the BNP site daily, and he stated that 
he had never seen the disclaimer. 

The disclaimer undoubtedly did 


appear, however, in the January issue 
of The Voice of Freedom, published 
towards the end of that month, under a 
heading ‘Sunday Mercury disinform- 
ation campaign’. The Freedom dis- 
claimer said:- 

“The journalist asked whether... 

Sikhs and Hindus could join the BNP 

and was told very plainly: ‘No’. 

“He asked whether this was a racist 

position and Mr. Griffin again told 

him ‘no’, but that just as BNP 

members didn’t either intend, expect 

or want to be allowed to join Sikh 

groups, he felt it was entirely reason- 

able that Sikhs, for example, should 
respect the right of the native British 
people to ‘just one organisation that is 
only for us — the British National 

Party.’ ” 

Shortly afterwards, another acquain- 
tance of our editor said that he had 
spoken to the Sunday Mercury journ- 
alist responsible for the story, and that 
the latter had maintained adamantly 
that Mr. Griffin had been correctly 
quoted — that is to say that he had 
spoken of changing the BNP constit- 
ution to admit non-white members, 
and not solely in the context of legis- 
lation making this obligatory. 

Who is telling the truth: Mr. Griffin 
or the Sunday Mercury journalist? Out 
of considerations of party loyalty — 
coupled with the notorious reputation 
of newspaper reporters for inaccuracy, 
particularly in stories concerning the 
BNP — we must accept Mr. Griffin’s 
version of what was said. However, 
certain things come out of this affair 
which we in the BNP should take to 
heart. 


GRAVE MISTAKE 

The first is that a grave mistake was 
made in discussing with a journalist, 
even if only as an hypothesis, the poss- 
ibility of the BNP admitting non- | 
Whites to membership of the party. To 
the question of what the party would 
do if a law were passed making such 
admission obligatory, the proper reply 
should have been: “There’s no such 
law now, and that’s the end of it — 
don’t ask us hypothetical questions!” 

This said, in fairness to Mr. Griffin, 
we can all make mistakes in media 
interviews. This editor has made some 
— none of us is infallible in such 
matters! It is important, however, that 


a lesson is learned from this experience 
and such an error is not repeated. 

Perhaps more seriously, one of the 
reasons why the Sunday Mercury report 
did, for a while at least, cause consid- 
erable alarm among party members 
and invite contemptuous comments 
from nationalists outside the party was 
that it seemed consistent with much of 
what the BNP leadership actually has 
been saying and doing — and has not 
denied saying and doing — concerning 
the party’s position in relation to 
Britain’s ethnic minorities. 

First, there was the formation of the 
so-called ‘Ethnic Liaison Committee’, 
which was announced as an umbrella 
under which the BNP would collabor- 
ate with ethnic minority members who 
supported its policy of voluntary repat- 
riation of minorities. It was strongly 
denied that this amounted to granting 
ethnic minorities party membership, 
and it was maintained that the ELC 
would be constitutionally separate from 
the party. Nevertheless, it was seen by 
many as conferring a kind of unofficial 
and associate membership to members 
of those minorities — with full member- 
ship possibly the next step along the 
line. In these columns we have stated our 
belief that the ELC was a bad move. 

Some time afterwards came Mr. 
Griffin’s statement that the BNP’ 
accepted that an all-white Britain was 
no longer a realistic policy target and 
that we had to “make the best of the 
multi-racial society.” 


‘SALT IN THE SOUP’ 


Shortly before that, Mr. Griffin had 
said in an interview with the Daily 
Mirror that he regarded the ethnic 
minority presence in Britain as like 
“salt in the soup.” He said: “A little 
salt in the soup is OK. If you have soup 
without any salt it is frankly unpalat- 
able, and the salt makes the soup slightly 
more interesting. But if you put too much 
salt in the soup then it is horrible.” 

We remarked on these words in 
Spearhead, saying that they obviously 
meant that a Britain without ethnic 
minorities was ‘unpalatable’ and that a 
little ethnic minority presence made the 
country ‘more interesting’. That this 
was an accurate and fair statement of 
Mr. Griffin’s attitude was confirmed by 
Mr. Griffin himself in an article printed 
in the November 2001 issue of this 
magazine, where he said: “... I will 
continue to talk of ‘salt in the soup’, 
complete with its implication that a bit 
of immigration is better than none at 
all...” At least we should here be grate- 


ful for Mr. Griffin’s frankness in this 
matter. He told us quite clearly where 
he stood concerning the presence of 
ethnic minorities in Britain: he favours 
some but not too many and, in addition, 
he supports some — though not too 
much — [ethnic minority] immigration. 
None of us can claim now that we did 
not know! 

In the same Spearhead article Mr. 
Griffin stressed a number of times that 
he was determined to rid the BNP of the 
appellation ‘racist’. In this and other 
statements he has said again and again 
that the BNP is not, and must not be, a 
‘racist’ party. 

Now although we would agree that it 
is preferable when speaking of the race 
issue not to use the language of our 
enemies, the position of the BNP on 
race always has been — and we believe 
always should remain — ‘racist’ by 
those enemies’ definition, i.e. one which 
recognises inherent racial differences, 
which opposes multi-racialism and 
racial mixing, and which is dedicated 
first and foremost to the survival and 
interests of our own white British race. 

Because we in the BNP are racial 
nationalists — or, in the language of our 
enemies, ‘racists’ — it should be incon- 
ceivable that we would admit non-white 
members into our party. This is a 
consistent position and one which 
permits no confusion. 

But considerable confusion must 
arise when the party’s leader says that 
the BNP is “not racist” but at the same 
time maintains that it would not admit 
non-white members. It has got to be one 
or the other. Either it does not admit 
non-white members and is therefore 
‘racist’, or it is not ‘racist’ and must 
therefore not discriminate against 
non- Whites who wish to join. It cannot 
possibly say that it will not admit non- 
Whites as members while at the same 
time claiming not to be ‘racist’. In fact 
it is this very inconsistency which has 
lent credence to the claims made by the 
Sunday Mercury. If people believe what 
has been reported in that paper, the 
party leadershiphas cnly itself to blame. 

And there is another thing. If, as 
reported, Mr. Griffin told the Sunday 
Mercury that the party would never 
under any condition admit Muslims, he 
should know that in the event of non- 
discriminatory laws being passed pro- 
hibiting a ban on members on grounds 
of race that same prohibition would 
surely apply to any ban on members on 
grounds of religion. 

We have recently been informed that 
another move in the party’s drive to 


affirm its ‘non-racist’ credentials has 
been a meeting over lunch between Mr. 
Griffin and a well-known American 
Jewish rabbi, Meyer Schiller. Rabbi 
Schiller, we are informed, has become a 
member of the party’s Trafalgar Club, 
which requires payment of an annual 
subscription of £180 a year to BNP 
funds. Our research into the back- 
ground of the Rabbi, carried out with 
assistance from contacts in the USA, 
tells us that he heads a sect of ‘right- 
wing’ Jews who maintain a position of 
non-hostility towards white gentile 
nationalists — providing that the latter 
eschew ‘anti-semitism’ — which in plain 
English means that they drop all critical 
references to Jewry. 

This kind of liaison just compounds 
the ambiguity of the party’s position on 
race and leads many to believe, however 
mistaken they may be, that the Sunday 
Mercury quoted Mr. Griffin correctly, 
and that admission of non-white 
members is the next move along the way 
towards establishing the ‘non-racism’ 
of the BNP to everyone’s satisfaction. 


WHAT MUST BE DONE 

There is just one way to clear the 
decks of any possible future ambiguity 
concerning press reporting like that of 
the Sunday Mercury, and that is for the 
BNP to drop the policy it has been 
pursuing over the past two years of 
courting favour with ethnic minority 
groups and again to assert its identity in 
no uncertain terms as a White British 
racial nationalist party dedicated to the 
White British people and no other. 

This does not mean that it has to 
maintain a hostile position towards 
other races in Britain, nor that it should 
not deal with non-white people with 
courtesy and civility. It does mean that 
it should drop all official contacts with 
non-European ethnic groups, dispense 
with the gimmickry of ‘liaison comm- 
ittees’ and restore its ultimate policy 
objective of an all-white Britain —a 
policy objective which, if it cannot be 
achieved through the experiment of 
voluntary repatriation, must in the end 
nevertheless be achieved. 

We believe that this is necessary not 
just because it is right but also because 
no other policy makes political sense. 
We fear that a departure from this 
policy will destroy the BNP as a party — 
by fragmentatiop and by a haemorr- 
hage of membership from which it 
could not recover. And if the party is 
thus destroyed, political progress — by 
whatever clever tactics — will be imposs- 
ible. 
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WHEN COWARDICE 
AND COMPROMISE 
BECOME INFECTIOUS 


JOHN TYNDALL observes how politicians 
tailor their policies according to a false 
reading of what ts currently ‘fashionable’ 


WITH MOST OF US, reactions to polit- 
ical issues are two-dimensional, in some 
cases three-dimensional. 

In the first place, there is the reaction 
which tells us what we, personally, would do 
about the issue were we to have the unfett- 
ered power to act — exactly as we would like 
— without any consideration for what may or 
may not be politically possible in the circum- 
stances of the time. 

Then secondly, we consider how we 
would proceed to a solution of the issue — 
given the boundaries of the possible, given 
the practical restraints imposed upon us by 
present political circumstances. 

The third dimension affects some people 
but not others. This is the dimension in 
which we see things in terms of how accept- 
able our solution would be to our immediate 
peers — our family, friends, working assoc- 
iates, business clients — were we to reveal it 
to any of them. 

This third dimension should not be of, 
importance to those of us engaged actively in 
the struggle for race and nation, but the first 
and second dimensions most certainly should. 
There are some of us, of course, to whom the 
luxury is given to retire to mental mountain- 
tops and pronounce on matters in accordance 
with what we see as the pure, undiluted 
ideological truth — completely regardless of 
any problems of translating such truth into 
action by way of the political process, or of 
any questions of popular approval of what 
we say. No-one in practical politics, however, 
is permitted this luxury. 

Practical politics demands that we recon- 
cile what we believe is right in our own 
minds with what actually can be done, given 
the tools in our hands at the present time. 
This calls, inevitably, for some compromise. 


Faulty reading 

But here there are pitfalls which we 
should take the greatest care to avoid — 
pitfalls inherent in a faulty reading of what 
other people think, what other people will 
accept. Here is where we come back to the 
third dimension: how people perceive what 
is acceptable to their peers. The dedicated 
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crusader for race and nation, the active 
nationalist, may himself not care what his 
peers think of his politics; but he is forced all 
the time to deal with people who do: who 
form their political attitudes on the basis of 
their desire not to be social ‘outsiders’, not to 
endanger their jobs or at least their pro- 
motion in those jobs, not to enrage 
their neighbours, friends or family — 
in a phrase, not to be ‘unfashionable’. 

Here is where the tyranny of 
political correctness works its evil 
spell. 

Only a very tiny number actually 
believe in the canons of political 
correctness — even among those who 
spout loudest in advocacy of them. 
The majority just spout so that others 
will hear — others with the supposed 
power to determine their security of 
employment, promotion, business 
contracts, social acceptability, and so 
on. An even bigger majority just 
stand by passively, inwardly scoff- 
ing to themselves at PC nonsense but 
lacking the gumption to speak out 
against it openly — or even to say 
anything which might offend its 
commissariat. It is a situation not 
unlike the final dying days of Soviet Comm- 
unism, when few any longer believed the 
party line but everyone paid lip service to it — 
or at least did not say anything to contradict it 
— out of a sense of personal self-preservation 
or, to use a crude Americanism, to protect 
their ‘ayass’! 

It boils down to this: we stand paralysed to 
do or say what is essential to our survival as a 
nation because of our fear of what others 
may be thinking. 

And the tyranny is compounded by the 
fact that so many of those others are similarly 
paralysed. They may be thinking thoughts 
entirely different to those we imagine but 
they likewise are inhibited from saying so 
because of perceived peer pressure to conform. 

In this way, majorities can be dominated 
by minorities, notwithstanding that the latter 
stand for things that are not popular, even 
deeply hated. The domination comes from 


the minority’s ability to determine what 
ideas are ‘fashionable’, that is to say the 
ideas that people think most other people 
hold. 

Nowhere is this better illustrated than in 
the present paralysis of British Conservat- 
ism. The Tories were resoundingly beaten in 
the 2001 general election mainly because 
they were seen as just a pale imitation of 
New Labour rather than a robust alternative 
to it, because they were deemed to have 
absolutely nothing to say to mark them out as 
a genuine Opposition. 

Yet has the obvious lesson of this debacle 
been learned? Not a bit of it! Under the new 
management (one cannot in all seriousness 
use the term ‘leadership’) of Iain Duncan 
Smith, the Tories, far from creating clear 
space between themselves and Labour, seem 
anxious to narrow the gap even further. 
Duncan Smith, as one of his first moves on 
taking over the party, proscribed its right- 
wing Monday Club pressure group and 
forbade Tory MPs to contribute to Right 
Now! magazine, a relatively moderate organ 


‘LIBERALISERS’ 


John Bercow (left) and Oliver Letwin (right) are 
both blazing trails to make the Tory Party more 
‘touchy-feely’. Bercow claims that the party is 
perceived by the voters as “nasty, racist, sexist, 


homophobic and anti-youth.” 


of the Right but one sometimes featuring 
articles questioning the glories of multi- 
racialism. Duncan Smith had earlier shown 
his colours by banishing from the party one 
of his erstwhile supporters who was believed 
to have connections with the BNP. 


Marxist gobbledegook 


In January, Tory front-bench spokesman 
John Bercow, a recent supporter of Michael 
Portillo’s leadership bid, caused some ripples 
in the party by saying that it was publicly 
unpopular and unlikely to improve its 
electoral rating because it was seen as “nasty, 
racist, sexist, homophobic and anti-youth” — 
words that could have come straight out of 
the lexicon of current Marxist gobblede- 
gook. But far from this constituting merely 
the personal statement of a maverick member, 
it appears that it is close to Mr. Duncan 
Smith’s own thinking. In a report by The 


Guardian's political correspondent Anne 
Perkins on the 25th January, it was stated:- 


“The Tory leadership is to soften its oppo- 

sition to the legal recognition of gay and 

unmarried heterosexual partnerships in 
what will be one of the most internally 
controversial policy changes since lain 

Duncan Smith became leader. 

“The front bench will formally oppose a 

liberalising bill being debated by peers 

today. But the party’s peers have been told 
they will have a free vote on the bill, 
introduced by the Liberal Democrat Lord 

Lester, which would give formal status to 

‘civil’ partnerships.” 

Here the Tory leader’s respect for the 
freedom of Tory peers to vote as they wish in 
the Lords on such a politically correct bill is 
touching — in view of the fact that he refuses 
to extend such freedom to right-wingers in 
his party to associate with groups or public- 
ations of their choice! Speaking of Bercow, 
Miss Perkins went on to say that he “appears 
to have been given some licence by the party 
leader to test the water with more liberal 
ideas.” And she added:- 


“The development is the latest in a series to 

come from the shadow home secretary 

Oliver Letwin, who has already softened the 

party line on crime and asylum-seekers.” 

Some may note that Messrs. Bercow and 
Letwin have something else in common 
beside their being spokesmen for the ‘liberal’ 
and ‘touchy-feely’ tendency within their 
party, but this is to digress. What is clear is 
that in the trend towards even further 
liberalisation they evidently have the blessing 
of IDS himself, who seems to share Mr. 
Bercow’s view that the Tories are seen as 
“nasty, racist, sexist, homophobic and anti- 
youth.” Everything that Duncan Smith has 
said and done since becoming leader 
indicates that he seeks to place the party even 
closer to the consensus of political correct- 
ness than it was previously — which was 
close enough! 


Incurably ‘liberal’? 


So what is the thinking of Mr. Duncan 
‘Smith and his colleagues? It seems to be that 
the British electorate has become quite 
incurably ‘liberal’ in its attitudes on a very 
large range of national issues, and that the 
Tories must move with this flow if it is to 
stand a chance of regaining its lost electoral 
ground. As to whether it is right for them to 
do so — right from the standpoint of what is 
good for Britain, good for the society of 
which they are supposed to be the guardians, 
good for coming generations of British 
people — these considerations are laughably 
irrelevant. Tories are politicians. They are in 
business to be popular, not to worry about 
the future of the nation. It is their job to 
gauge what the voters are supposed to want, 
and to give it to them. Simple as that! The 
voters are supposed to want more liberalism, 
so more liberalism they must have! 


But do the voters really want the liberal 
policies they are assumed to want? Who has 
really tried to get inside their minds to 
ascertain the truth on this matter? 

The answers to those questions may reveal 
many complexities, but of one thing we may 
be fairly sure: ideological fashion, as shaped 
by the minority constituting the opinion- 
forming classes, remains the conduit by 
which ‘public opinion’ is judged. And why? 
Because those perceived to be the spokes- 
men and spokeswomen of public opinion are 
not likely to say anything which deviates 
strongly from ideological fashion, however 
much their inner feelings may rebel against 
it. They are, you see, nervous of contra- 
dicting what they believe other people are 
thinking — probably not realising that those 
very ‘other people’ are nervous of doing just 
the same thing. Like the vision of the 
Emperor’s clothes, the received wisdom of 
the times is passed on from one person to 
another because few 
are bold enough to 
protest that it is mere 
mirage, that the 
clothes do not exist! 

What we are see- 
ing here are the 
symptoms of a dep- 
ressing moral and 
political cowardice 
— the cowardice that _— 
has been the main DUNCAN SMITH 
hallmark of British A captive of the 
public affairs over spirit of cowardice 
the past century. A crippling his party, 
small minority has he follows rather 
formulated what. it than leads. 
has decided will be 
‘orthodox opinion’. Though this ‘orthodox 
opinion? may by no means reflect the 
instincts of the mass of people in the nation, 
it has been presented to that mass of people 
as if it does. The opinion-forming minority 
has shrewdly perceived the preference of the 
mass for expressing opinions that are ‘fash- 
ionable’, or at least distancing themselves 
from opinions that are ‘not fashionable’. Just 
a modicum of courage in the political class 
would have rendered this trick completely 
ineffective by exposing it for what it is — with 
leaders speaking the truth as they saw it and 
making a stand in defence of the things vital 
to our survival as a nation. And far from this 
alienating the voters, it would have won 
immense respect and support from them — as 
was demonstrated by the huge popular 
following earned by Enoch Powell as a result 
of his stand on immigration in the late 1960s 
and after. But that courage has been almost 
entirely absent. What politicians have 
focused upon subsequently has been, not 
Powell’s massive support among the people, 
but his expulsion from Edward Heath’s 
shadow cabinet and his crucifixion by the 
liberal media. No-one — at least no-one in the 
political mainstream — wants to follow in the 


Powell footsteps. 

To a great extent this is due to an atmo- 
sphere of blue funk in senior political circles 
that is both incestuous and infectious. There 
just have to be senior Tories — and Iain 
Duncan Smith could well be one of them — 
who at moments of private reflection are 
able to perceive that a firm movement away 
from liberalism and towards hard-line right- 
wing policies, far from making the party 
unpopular, could provide the very key to the 
restoration of its popularity. But in the 
rarefied climate of Westminster politics, 
with ever louder clamour from the Letwins 
and Bercows of the world, enforced by the 
politically correct media, any disposition 
towards that course evaporates. Cowardice 
reigns and compromise is its bedfellow. A 
fallacious perception of ‘public opinion’, 
dictated by obedience to fashion, rules out a 
break with the liberal consensus and, to the 
contrary, results in ever more slavish adher- 
ence to it. 

Cowardice and compromise, as I have 
said, are infectious. They are also addictive. 
The junkie, when he finds that his ‘fix’ does 
not bring the hoped-for pleasure and happi- 
ness, seeks to solve the problem with a 
bigger fix. Politicians with the compromise 
addiction, when they find that liberalisation 
of their policies are not inducing their elect- 
orates to love them enough, opt for yet more 
liberalisation. Of course, this doesn’t work. 
But if you try telling them that you’ll find 
yourself banging your head against a brick 
wall. People temperamentally oriented 
towards cowardice and compromise in politics 
cannot be turned off course by facts. With 
them, the wish is ever father to the thought. 

Another thing that we have to realise is 
that the Tory party, like every other party, is 
infiltrated by people whose mission is to 
ensure that it does not succeed — or at least 
that it does not succeed as a protector of 
Britain and her interests. When we hear 
those voices agitating for the course of 
cowardice and compromise, we have to be 
careful to distinguish those among them 
guilty only of feeble and muddled thinking 
from those whose agenda is infinitely more 
sinister, and whose purpose is to deflect the 
Tories away from the core policies needed 
for the revival of both party and country. 


Our need 
Nationalists should recognise this polit- 
ical dead-end for what it is and refuse to 
pursue it. They should recognise that the one 
factor which makes them seem worth voting 
for is that they are fundamentally different 
from the parties of the establishment, dis- 
credited as those parties are by decades of 
failure. They should recognise that the 
perceived ‘liberalism’ of the British voter is 
largely a chimera achieved with mirrors, 
reflecting no more than one person’s idea of 
what another person may be thinking. Not 
Contd. overleaf 
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WHEN COWARDICE 
AND COMPROMISE 


BECOME INFECTIOUS 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


least, nationalists should realise that those 
forces operating within Conservatism to 
render it impotent are not confined to Conser- 
vatism alone but are spread right across the 
spectrum of political parties. 

Nationalists should also recognise a 
further truth. The history of the nationalist 
movement in Britain is littered with the 
wreckage of a myriad of organisations which 
have tried the tactics of compromise, of 
liberalisation and of ‘softly-softly’ approaches 
to the public. None of them has ever succ- 
eeded, and virtually all of them are now 
defunct — lessons on what not to do being 
their only worthwhile contribution to the 
struggle. 


Finally, we should assimilate the final and 
most important lesson of all. When Conser- 
vatives eschew robust policies of British 
racial self-preservation, or doff their hats 
ingratiatingly in the direction of sexual 
perverts and family-wreckers, in the belief 
that doing so is necessary for their political 
survival, they are destroying the whole 
purpose for their political existence. But they 
are doing more than that: they are ensuring 
that as a party they will not survive. Party 
survival rests on more than mere electoral 
popularity; it rests on the internal dynamics 
of belief, allegiance, work and dedication on 
the part of the activists in the constituencies, 
on the streets, on the doorsteps and rattling 
the collection boxes. It rests on the collective 
‘head of steam’ that the leadership is able to 
generate within the party, fired as this is by 
the conviction that the party stands for some- 


NEWS FROM GERMANY 


Nationalist party leaders exposed 
as government agents 


THE STARTLING NEWS from 
Germany released in a Daily Telegraph 
report on the 12th February is that five 
leading officials in the National Demo- 
cratic Party (NPD) have been revealed 
as government agents. 

The report, by Hannah Cleaver in 
Berlin, stated:- 

“The revelation suggests a cosy relat- 

ionship between senior NPD members 

and intelligence officials and that the 

party was led by government agents.” 


The disclosures came to light as a 
result of moves by the Federal Govern- 
ment to obtain a legal ban on the party, 
known as the Nationaldemokratische 
Partei Deutschlands. This attempted 
ban has been in the pipeline for some 
time, but developments last month 
brought the infiltration to light as the 
matter came to a Berlin court. Part of 
the evidence supporting the application 
for the ban consisted of information 
supplied by the government ‘moles’, 
known in government circles as ‘V- 
men’, and this resulted in the infiltrat- 
ion project and the identities of the 
moles having to be revealed. According 
to the DT:- 

“Wolfgang Frenz, 66, the vice-leader 

of the NPD’s vital North Rhine-West- 

phalia region. was paid up to £260 a 

month by the intelligence services 

between 1962 and 1995. 
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“Mr. Frenz, an alternative health 
practitioner and co-founder of the 
party, had a relationship with the 
intelligence services he described as 
‘particularly intensive’ in the 1970s 
and 1980s. 

“Udo Holtmann, 64, Mr. Frenz’s 
superior and the editor and publisher 
of the party’s newspaper, was paid by 
the government for 24 years and is 
-Said to have told his party colleagues 
about his informer status, acting as a 
double agent. 

"Another V-man, Tino Brandt, 27, 
was named as a prolific source of 
information for the Thuringen state 
intelligence services. The others 
named were Mattias Meier and Mike 
Layer, party officials who supplied 
intelligence to the government as 
recently as the late 1990s.” 


This latest report is not the first 
revelation of state ‘dirty tricks’ used 
against patriots in Germany. On the . 
22nd April last year the Sunday Tele- 
graph showed how government security 
services were operating a scheme to 
‘buy off? members of nationalist organ- 
isations like the NPD by payments in 
Deutschmarks amounting to £30,000 
each in return for betraying their 
comrades and working for the police. 

The April 2001 report said that Fritz 
Stepper, a spokesman for the Verfass- 
ungschutz (Germany’s equivalent of 
MIS) defended the scheme against 


thing — something great, something inspiring, 
something worth fighting for. These things 
are the imperatives on which enduring parties 
are based. There has to be a party in the first 
place — a party with these essential foun- 
dation stones — before electoral popularity 
can be courted. It avails nothing if party 
leaders, by throwing out tit-bits to appeal to 
this or that lobby or interest group among the 
voting public, alienate the very core of the 
party itself and thus dash away the vital 
instrument for political action. 

British politics in modern times have been 
dogged by more than just failures of policy; 
they have suffered, above all, a failure of 
character. They have been conducted by 
weak, puny and timid people. They will only 
be restored to public esteem by people of 
courage. Tories cannot seem to grasp this 
essential. Nationalists must. 


critics, saying that in response to a ‘hot- 
line’ set up to receive calls offering 
collaboration hundreds had phoned in 
in the first few hours. The report went 
on to say that:- 


“Neo-nazis (sic) arrested for crimes of 
violence and racial prejudice are also 
being targeted. Officials visit them in 
prison to persuade them to change 
their ways.” 


The revelations of government infil- 
tration of the NPD have caused consid- 
erable embarrassment to the powers 
that be in Germany — evoking images of 
the Gestapo. People accustomed to the 
view that today’s Germany is a ‘democ- 
racy’ just cannot seem to get their 
minds round the idea that lawfully 
constituted political parties, operating 
within the democratic framework, 
could be the targets for such state 
action. Even some who supported the 
proposed ban on the NPD -— incredible 
though this may seem in a so-called 
‘democratic’ country — have found the 
state spy system to be going a bit too 
far, and according to the Telegraph on 
February 12th Gerhard Schréder’s 
Social Democratic and Green coalition 
government has lost the support of the 
opposition parties over the ban, 
including the main opposition Christian 
Democratic Union (CDU). 

The court in Berlin has announced 
that in view of the disclosures about the 
‘moles’ the ban application is now 
likely to be delayed for some time. 


The lights are going 


out for New Labour 


UNTIL RECENTLY, the Post Office — 
now ludicrously rebranded ‘Consignia’ 
at a cost of several million pounds — was 
one of the last remaining British public 
services that still functioned reasonably 
well. But this tenuous link to a more 
civilised past seems to be unravelling at 
speed. 

Our supremely obnoxious government 
has the postal service in its sights, and 3,000 
post offices are to be closed down in the 
near future. It’s all apparently to do with 
‘saleability’, marketing and private finance 
initiatives. To the “tribunes of the working 
classes” it doesn’t matter that pensioners 
will have to travel miles to collect their 
allowances, with all the inconvenience and 
possible danger that will be involved. This 
is not to mention the quite hefty percentage 
of pension uselessly wasted in travelling 
expenses. 

Likewise, when local councils, their 
spending capped by New Labour, impose 
cutbacks, old folks’ homes are an easy 
target. The aged are turned out of their 
familiar surroundings to be dispersed to 
unfamiliar surroundings miles away with 
entirely predictable effects on their health 
and life span. In a few notorious cases on 
the South Coast, our own old folk have been 
evicted only to be replaced by asylum- 
seekers a matter of days later! 

All par for the course for the new barbar- 
ism, you may say. The unfortunate pension- 
ers — along with many others — are merely at 
the sharp end of the ‘reforms’ introduced 
by greedy big businessmen and their satellite 
politicians. We are assured that ‘business- 
friendly’ governments are so much more 
efficient, but such governments are failures 
even on their own terms. Everyone remem- 
bers the gift of several billions from the 
taxpayer to George Soros on ‘Black Wed- 
nesday’. More recently, the Treasury’s sale 
of gold reserves at knock-down prices to 
speculators -has resulted in the loss of £250 
million at current gold prices. 


HAIN TURNS UP AGAIN 

Typically, former hairy agitator Peter 
Hain is now a prime advocate of ‘global- 
isation’. The anti-apartheid fanatic of 
yesteryear assures us that globalism is a 
force that is unstoppable, which will inevit- 
ably dominate the world for good. 

But it seems to me that we have heard 


that refrain somewhere before! Didn’t all 
that end in shattered statues and a demol- 
ished wall? The new statue of Lady 
Thatcher may yet face the fate of those of 
Lenin and Soviet secret police chief Dzer- 


IAN BUCKLEY looks at 
recent news linking 
the Government with 
rogue capitalism 


zhinsky. The sledgehammers are waiting — 
maybe! 

Incidentally, Hain stigmatises those who 
criticise New Labour’s interventions abroad 
as ‘whiners’. He tells us that British partic- 
ipation in the war for diamonds in Sierra 
Leone was merely to aid a legitimate 
government. Only nasty ‘extremists’ like us 
think that the British Army went in to protect 
the interests of the incredibly wealthy 
Oppenheimer family. By the way, the 
Oppenheimers recently again took total 
control of their De Beers subsidiary at a 
staggering cost of $17 billion. Pipsqueak 
entities like the Government of Sierra Leone 
— or the present joke of a British Govern- 
ment — will always behave themselves 


HAIN 
Believes that globalisation is good for us 


before the might of such money power. 
Thankfully, the collapse of New Labour 
on the ground continues apace, even as its 
increasingly nutty leader indulges in 
messianic fantasies. The party is in debt to 
the tune of £10 million. Perhaps now’s the 
time for Blair’s chief sponsor Lord Levy to 
sell off his £20 million marble-lined 
mansion to aid the ‘party of the workers’ in 
overcoming its financial difficulties! 


TRIUMPH OF MONEY 
OVER STATE 

The corruption and deceit engendered by 
the triumph of money over the state is 
spreading like a contagious fungus. Blair 
and Co. have, however, happily ended up 
with egg over their faces following the 
collapse of Enron, the biggest corporate 
bankruptcy in history. New Labour just 
about finished off the last remnants of the 
mining industry by building gas-fired power 
stations just to please this business sponsor! 

In addition to taking donations from the 
crashed power firm, New Labour is also 
deeply involved with Enron’s auditors, 
Arthur Andersen, who were their favourites 
for running numerous Private Finance 
Initiative projects. Marvellous, isn’t it, how 
anodyne initials can soothe people! The 
term PFI really means robbery of the public, 
but no-one can see past the bland initials. 
Anyway, before they became famous for 
shredding Enron’s incriminating 
documents, Arthur Andersen were involved 
with the Millennium Dome and some very 
high-profile private finance projects. 

To me, it’s repulsive to see British polit- 
icians — even a politician like Blair — 
running around like a lovesick schoolboy 
after business gangsters who empty pension 
funds and swindle small investors. I comm- 
ented in an‘earlier article that all of our big 
political-business scandals seem to start in 
America. The Enron scandal has already 
implicated both the President and Vice 
President of the U.S.A. as well as that tired 
old fixer of the Thatcher era, Lord Wakeham. 
It’s surely not going to be long before the 
New Labour ‘élite’ have to answer some 
awkward questions. 

When Enron were in business, their 
greed and stupidity caused blackouts in 
California. Can it really be long before the 
lights go out for New Labour and the era of 
corruption it personifies? 
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A RECENT SURVEY conducted by Encyclo- 
paedia Britannica reveals an astonishing 
(but in no sense surprising) ignorance of 
significant historical events in_ Britain. 
Christine Hodgson, marketing manager of 
EB, recently told The Times: “As a nation 
where history has shaped the face of the 
world, it seems incredible that the younger 
generation has decided to dismiss it. Britain 
is envied for its rich history. It think it’s time 
for all of us, not just young people, to hit the 
books again.” 

Such lack of knowledge of landmark 
events as revealed by the survey - for 
instance, D-Day; the names of Henry VIII's 
wives; the length of Queen Victoria’s reign; 
the significance of the Battle of Hastings; 
that Alexander Graham Bell invented the 
telephone; or that Galileo invented the 
telescope — is less a commentary on young 
people and their priorities than testimony to 
the pervasive influence of the liberal edu- 
cational establishment - from _ primary 
school level to secondary schools, to local 
education authorities right through to univ- 
ersity vice-chancellors — which collectively 
have wrought such a disastrous decline in 
standards over the past 40 years or so. 

The Encyclopaedia Britannica survey has 
been replicated a hundred times by other 
surveys. According to research by Professor 
Loreto Todd at the University of Ulster, 
echoing statistics produced by the National 
Skills Task Force, seven million adults today 
are functionally illiterate. They cannot speak 
properly; they cannot construct sentences 
which are comprehensible; they cannot 
write letters, and their listening attention- 
span is less than two minutes. 

Is it any wonder, then, that these defic- 
iencies are so sharply reflected in our 
national life — particularly in television? The 
most challenging and_ interesting pro- 
grammes that one can view invariably 
commence at times when most people have 
to retire to bed. A good instance of the 
general point made is that of the evening 
news bulletins. The process of reading and 
digesting these is thought to be such an 
intellectually demanding exercise that it 
requires two persons to perform it — no one 
item lasting more than a minute before the 
other reader takes over so as not to lose the 
viewer's attention. 

| have no doubt at all that the principal 
cause of decline has been the downgrading, 
it not displacement, in the scale of priorities 
of knowledge, listening and memory — three 
interdependent faculties. This has occurred 
either as a deliberate policy stratagem or 
through appalling negligence in the devising 
of syllabuses at all levels of the curriculum. 


‘A DANGEROUS THING’ 


Alexander Pope. the I8th century poet, 
novelist and literary master, author of The 
Rape of the Lock and verse translator of 
Homer's /liad, is noted for the famous 
aphorism: “A little learning is a dangerous 
thing.” It was as axiomatic in his time as it is 
today that peripheral or incomplete know- 
ledge is as dangerous as total ignorance, 
especially where it is used as a basis for the 
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construction of policy, because it is 
destined to lead to a blinkered, obsessive 
approach which denies the possibility of 
rational and wholly viable alternatives. 


Gee peepee eee 


Whether opinion-formers and_ policy- 
makers are sincere, ideogically motivated or 
just plain misguided cannot conceal the 
truth, which is that their influence, the 
product of inadequate knowledge allied to 
disingenuity, has been nothing short of a 
catastrophe for British education. 

Traditionally, even in the most specific 
activity at vocational or professional level, 


PETER STRUDWICK 
bemoans the decline of 
knowledge and memory 

as educational goals 


competence has been determined by know- 
ledge: its acquisition, absorption and distill- 
ation. Take, for example, the technical 


GREAT BRITON 


Alexander Graham Bell (above) inven- 
ted both the telephone and gramo- 
phone. Though most of his work was 
done in America, he was Scots born. 
As in the case of other great British 
inventors, today’s generation knows 
almost nothing of him - thus being 
deprived of examples to foster national 
pride. 


exercise of will-drafting. In the case Banks v 
Goodfellow (1870), Chief Justice Cockburn 
stated the requirement of testamentary 
Capacity to be an appreciation of the nature 
of the exercise, a full recollection of the 
extent of one’s property and a recognition 
of the claims to which the testator should 
give effect. The Chief Justice went on to 
include the need for “a sound mind, memory 
and understanding.” English case law is full 
of examples of the invalidity of wills in 
consequence of a failure to satisfy these 
rigorous tests. 

The rationale of the above illustration is 
that knowledge and memory should be 
ineradicable values at the centre of any 
scheme of learning endeavour. For many of 
us, what we learned in our earliest schooling 
had a pattern and a clear purpose to it; for 
those of the younger generation that may 
not have been their good fortune. Four 
instances will exemplify what was, but no 
longer is, part of the curriculum, the loss of 
which in each case has been thoroughly 
retrograde: (1) Dictation in English classes, 
which had immense benefits. It taught the 
pupil to listen carefully, to transfer what he 
heard into writing and to learn how to spell 
accurately. For generations of pupils, dictat- 
ion would form a very useful preparation for 
note-taking at lectures, something at which 
too many students today are totally defic- 
ient; (2) In geography lessons, identifying 
the countries of the world and learning their 
capitals was never questioned as being of 
enduring value; (3) Placing historical events: 
in date order in history lessons was always 
the first question in the common entrance 
examination to independent schools, an 
exercise in developing memory skills and of 
clear usefulness; ( 4) Learning two verses of 
a poem and making a recitation in front of 
the class, an activity promoting accuracy 
and self- confidence. Apart from developing 
an interest in poetry, it also enhanced the 
faculty of memory. 

Although it should not be supposed that 
the development of a retentive memory is 
necessarily or inevitably an indication of 
basic intelligence, it is a generally accepted 
truth that a person with innate intelligence 
usually carries with that asset a good if not 
Capacious memory. 


LOATHING BY MODERNISTS 


The traditional attributes and educational 
customs, incorporating so many undeniably 
valuable qualities, are loathed by modern- 
ists, who regard them as relics of the old 
world, with no place in the new educational 
agenda. The modernist perception is that 
the acquisition of knowledge is not an 
absolute value in itself at all but something 
which is inherently useful only when placed 
in a social context. So the Norman Con- 
quest or the Battle of Agincourt should not 
be taught purely as momentous events in 
history but as a source for examining how, 
for example, the French treated prisoners of 
war in 11th century Britain or 15th century 
France, or how women were deployed as 
auxiliaries on the battlefield. Such matters 
may of course be genuine subjects of 


research in a university course devoted to 
social history, but they remain subsidiary, 
relatively unimportant issues; at the primary 
and secondary education phases they have 
nothing whatever to do with the exposition 
of knowledge. Nor do they have any 
education value for schoolchildren. 

When Tony Blair intones the ridiculous 
mantra “education, education, education,” 
he is, of course, echoing the modernist 
view. He utters these words with vigour, 
usually in front of susceptible, uncritical 
audiences. But what does he actually 
mean? Assuredly not that people should 
become genuinely more knowledgeable or 
better educated in some useful discipline; or 
that they should become more literate or 
less philistine in their tastes in the arts, 
particularly music. What he wants is that 
greater numbers should fall into line with 
politically correct liberal dogma in keeping 
with the brave new world order of multi- 
cultural, internationalist ideology. Object- 
ions to such a creed have to be snuffed out 
and people ‘educated’ into a state of total 
receptiveness. 


OBSESSION WITH 
UPPING THE NUMBERS 


Labour party higher education policy, 
from which neither the Liberals nor the 
Tories have uttered very much dissension, 
is. that university numbers should be 
increased from 30 per cent to 50 per cent of 
school-leavers. This utter folly confirms the 
prevailing orthodoxy which dictates that 
the more students you put through higher 
education the better equipped they will turn 
out to be to face life’s challenges, embark 
on useful careers and become conscious of 
their civic responsibilities. 

The truth is, of course, the reverse. More 
means worse — not that this unduly bothers 
the collegiate of university vice-chancellors. 
For them, what counts is the need, to use 
the modem idiom, “to put bums on seats” 
SO as to sustain their own jobs, maintain the 
government subsidy through the block 
grant and satisfy the Higher Education 
Funding Council which sets the targets and 
fixes the quotas. The idea is to invent ever 
more ridiculous, useless honours courses to 
add to ‘media studies’, ‘multi-culturalism in 
21st Century Britain’, ‘dance in contemp- 
orary society’ and heaven knows what else! 
Such programmes of alleged study accom- 
modate the need to ‘celebrate diversity’ and 
‘widen access’ (i.e. create lower standards) 
— the buzz-phrases of education's political 
correctness. 

The end product is indisputably familiar — 
the bending of regulations to allow manif- 
estly unfitted people, many from ‘disadvan- 
taged communities’, to partake of a univer- 
sity education, however poor their entry 
qualifications may be, when their time 
would be better spent getting work exper- 
ience in a trade. 

It is in the field of professional education 
that modernist theory has most recently 
done untold damage. Nowhere is this better 
illustrated than in the solicitors’ qualifying 
examination course. The public has a strong 
vested interest in wanting the very highest 


professional standards from its lawyers. It 
is the public who pay the bills, often inflated 
fees for mediocre advice. It is not surprising 
that complaints of professional incompet- 
ence and inadequate service are today 
running at very high levels — and in many 
cases in respect of solicitors who qualified 
in the last five years. 


MAKING THINGS EASIER 

It was in 1992 that the General Council 
of the Law Society, the solicitors’ governing 
body, decided to ditch the qualifying exam- 
ination known as the Law Society Finals 
(LSF) and replace it with a course untried in 
concept, virtually experimental and fiercely 
opposed from within the profession by 
those who saw in it, quite rightly, the 
likelihood of a much easier course and a 
frontal assault on knowledge as the basis of 
legal learning. 

The year-long LSF course had been in 
place since 1979, and was_ generally 
regarded as rigorous, academically testing 
and demanding of very hard work and 
effort. It had the clear virtues of disciplined 
learning: the absorption of large amounts of 
detail and preparation for regular written 
tests in eight core subjects leading to eight 
tough examination papers spread over 11 
days. All the papers were unseen and the 
pass-mark was set at 50 per cent subject to 
the usual adjustments in cases where 
students dropped below that standard in 
two papers but had compensating strength 
elsewhere to take the average over the 
requirements for a pass. 

Now none of this may seem at all 
remarkable. To many readers, knowledge 
acquired through digestion of expansive 
legal texts accompanied by practical skills, 
such as will-drafting, negotiating divorce 
settlements or drafting deeds of convey- 
ance, would probably reflect what would be 
expected of a candidate hoping to become a 
trainee solicitor. The main practical learning 
skills would be acquired during articles of 
clerkship. 

The method of teaching was one of 
proven excellence and durability. The lecture, 
which would usually last for one and a half 
hours, would consist of the lecturer giving 
notes, the student transcribing the notes 
and suitable explanations being shown on 
the blackboard/whiteboard. A good, clear 
authoritative voice was part of the lecturer’s 
craft. The educational theory behind this 
didactic method was that students learn 
best ‘through the pen’, that is that the 
diligence required to take notes accurately 
would in itself improve concentration and 
promote a desire for wider reading and 
preparation for the weekly seminar or 
tutorial session. 

Generations of students went through 
this syndrome of learning with no evident 
educational disadvantage associated with 
it. Surprise, surprise — the most intelligent, 
dedicated and hard-working prospered and 
came out top, while the least intelligent, 
least hard-working, most complaining and 
feckless would end up failing. The propor- 
tion of pass to fail was approximately 68 


per cent to 32 per cent. Most students 
studied at the well-known law-training 
centre, the College of Law, a _ highly 
respected institution founded in 1962 and 
affectionately dubbed ‘The College of 
Knowledge’ because of its long-held 
conviction of the need to inculcate into 
students knowledge as the indispensable 
precondition for success in the examination 
and a sound background for entry into 
articles. 


The same enemies of knowledge would 
become the driving force behind the dest- 
ruction of the LSF and the introduction of 
the new course, pompously called the Legal 
Practice Course, in September 1994. The 
central thesis of these knowledge-haters is 
that what really counts in the world of legal 
education is not reading, learning and 
absorption of detail but that students 
should become sufficiently canny to know 
what to look up in the books and where to 
look it up. They shouldn’t be required to 
burden themselves with too much in their 
head. From the outset of the new course, 
content would be reduced by 40 per cent; 
formalised, structured learning would dis- 
appear; the three-hour unseen examination 
would be replaced by ‘open-book’ examin- 
ations; tutorials would be replaced by 
‘workshops’; the central examining author- 
ity would be replaced by individual institut- 
ions setting their own papers, with variable 
standards. 


DISASTROUS RESULTS 

After seven years of this ideologically- 
driven leftist social engineering, the results 
have been disastrous. Candidates of very 
moderate ability in many cases are now 
entering the profession, and standards are 
declining every year. The rigour and tough- 
ness of the old course have been oblit- 
erated. Fairly recently, some of the top 
firms in London made known their object- 
ions to the Law Society very firmly. Their 
trainees did not know enough law and the 
LPC was a deficient foundation. Modest 
changes for the better have been introduced 
but the net effect remains unchanged; the 
course has failed and has been seen to have 
failed — except, that is, by the ideologists of 
the education committee of the Law 
Society and their hangers-on. 

Tinkering with the present structures will 
not even begin to address the national 
education malaise at all levels that besets 
Britain. What is required is a revolution of 
insight, and action by the best brains, 
enthused by a truly nationalist ideology. | 
hope to be able to set out such a programme 
in a future article. 


Listen to nationalist radio! 


Send large SAE for broadcast 
details to:- 


LIFE RUNE BOOKS, BCM Box 
6089, London WC1N 3XX. 
Internet: www.natvan.com “: 
www.natall.com 
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EDITOR’S INTRODUCTION: Many readers will strongly 
disagree with parts of this article -as do we. We are 
printing it as a contribution to debate, and in accordance 
with our rule, stated on Page 2, that views expressed in 
signed articles are the sole responsibility of their writers 
and should not be taken as representing the views of the 
Editor. This apart, it has always been our policy for 
Spearhead to be a free forum for sometimes differing 
opinions. 


WHOEVER was responsible for the terrorist attacks. 
on America last year, we cannot overlook the revol- 
utionary reshaping this has made to the world order. 
For the first time in decades, the beginning of the 
end of ‘multi-culturalism’ may be in sight. Whatever 
we on the Right think of America’s meddling in world 
affairs in the past, we should give grateful thanks to 
George W. Bush’s recent actions. 

Bush sought to draw the world’s attention to the fact 
that 100,000 al-Quaeda-trained killers are at large all 
over the world, especially the West. He said: “Thousands 
of dangerous killers, schooled in the methods of murder, 
often supported by outlaw regimes, are now spread 
throughout the world like ticking time bombs, set to go 
off without warning... Our war on terror is only 
beginning... we will win this war, we will protect our 
homeland...” 

Here is a man who is deadly serious and focused, and 
who has put into gear a massive financial and military 
mobilisation against the foreign enemies of America and 
the West. The US is a giant super-power on a roll: the 
application of power and intimidation has returned to 
the forefront of its foreign policy. Bush made it clear that 
any group which attacked either American citizens or 
interests would be deemed a menace tb US and western 
security. 

Although there is an international multi-cultural 
masonry that seems to have taken over the professions, 
institutions and political parties of the West (as Dr. 
Pierce pointed out in this journal last month), the one 
vital area they have not penetrated is the West’s defence 
and surveillance establish- 
ments. 


CIA links 


The difference between 
Presidents Bush Sr. and Jr. 
and earlier US leaders is 
that the former both have 
links with the CIA and the 
most powerful military and 
intelligence services in the 
world bar none. Bush’s 
major adjutants, Colin 
Powell, Donald Rumsfeld 
and Dick Cheney, also have 
ties with the military. Bear 
in mind that the Pentagon 
itself has never before been 
attacked by foreign powers 
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MOBILISING AMERICA 
Bush at an air force base in Florida 


Can Bush save the West? 


or terrorists. It is not difficult to appreciate the simmer- 
ing anger and humiliation that these foreign nutters 
have caused the US military and, in turn, the US 
political establishment. 

The American-led alliance is still untouchable and 
invincibly white (we will give Powell the benefit of the 
doubt). Many participants have fought tooth and nail to 
keep it like this. In the last analysis, it is America and/or 
NATO that will call the shots. 


A controversial view of the 
current world terrorist 
crisis from ANTONY MILNE 


Together they can start a war anywhere, and win it, so 
are hardly likely to be cowed by a motley crew of barmy 
human rights groups. 

Now Bush has substantially boosted military 
spending, by the largest amount in 20 years, and nearly 
doubled spending on homeland defence. He has reorg- 
anised the CIA, the National Security Agency and other 
agencies, and has called for Congress to spend $11 
billion on securing the nation’s borders. Under a new 
rule, US immigration courts are conducting scores of 
hearings in secret. Donald Rumsfeld, the defence secret- 
ary, said that America will claim a free hand in taking 
action against states linked to terrorism regardless of 
international opposition. Dick Cheney said that non- 
citizens suspected of targeting Americans “do not 
deserve the same (constitutional) guarantees and 
safeguards” accorded to US citizens. 


No avoidance of race issue 


The question of ethnicity and colour can no longer be 
avoided. Racial profiling is now in with a vengeance, 
because the skies are beginning to darken over the 
West. US intelligence officials have said: “The next face 
of this (terrorism) is not going to be an Arab face, but 
possible Indonesian, Filip- 
ino, or even African.” 

But Bush can only rout 
terrorism from the West by 
getting rid of all illegal 
foreigners, first in America 
and then, via Nato and the 
European intelligence 
apparatus, from Europe. 
There can be no turning 
back on this resolve. Lord 
Robertson, the head of 
Nato, is fully behind Bush. 

The one good thing about 
the EU is that political 
correctness has made 
much less of an impact 
amongst its liberal élite. 
Although Europe is teeming 
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with immigrants, the latter do not hold the whip hand 
over the establishment like the CRE does in Britain. The 
police in Britain, unlike those in Europe, have been 
racially politicised, but only because they were seen as 
working-class shock troops who could be brought into 
line. The security services, Scotland Yard and Special 
Branch have remained entirely white. 


Britain’s treason record 


The foolish notion advanced by multi-culturalists that 
MI6 should advertise openly for foreign-born recruits 
has been quashed by the Americans. They have been 
scathing about the amazing string of post-war weirdo 
traitors that have plagued British intelligence organis- 
ations and GCHQ. Some, like Michael Bettany, have 
been drunken Stalinists; others, like Geoffrey Prime, 
child molesters. Richard Tomlinson was a gay skate- 
boarder. Ethnic minorities, with dubious loyalties to 
begin with, would be even more of a risk. If you need 
more Arab-speakers you simply spend the money to 
train them up. 

NATO, to the anger of the Russians, did not disband 
after the collapse of communism. It is clear now why it 
did not do so. In the 1970s the alliance partners were 
worried about creeping anti-NATO sentiment spreading 
from the Euro-communist parties. Recently, NATO has 
tolerated European social-democratic multi-culturalism 
so long as this meant EU politicians could preside over 
large European populations defined in political terms. 
Now Europe is suffering from a wag-the-dog problem. It 
is now realised that multi-culturalism is an insidious 
left-wing achilles heel, not only in the sense that it 
allows the harbouring of disaffected ethnic groups who 
don’t see themselves as Europeans; intelligence-led 
policing is failing to apprehend terrorism because it does 
not go in for racial profiling, the most obvious thing to 
do. Further, self-destructive laws such as the open- 
border Schengen agreement have been seen to be ideal- 
istic to the point of lunacy, and NATO does not like 
lunacy of any sort, especially where Europe’s security 
failures are seen to be the product of it. 

Many NATO officials are now wondering whether a 
simple change in the law would not be a less expensive 


way of dealing with terrorism — a change in the law 
allowing a virtual closed-door policy. If nothing is done 
about illegal immigration, it is pointless conducting any 
anti-terrorist operations. The two Geneva conventions of 
1949 and 1951 (granting humane treatment to war- 
mongering enemies of the West and bizarrely giving 
them, gratis, permanent asylum in the West) could well 
be scrapped, especially if there is a major foreign terror- 
ist outrage in Europe. Laws are merely abstractions, 
and should work for the benefit of the country that 
passes them. In any event, the Refugee Convention laid 
out only fundamental principles, and simply said the 
receiving countries could not forcibly return refugees, 
but it did not require states to admit them. This is often 
deliberately overlooked by ‘human rights’ groups. 


Mistake to admit asylum-seekers 

Many analysts are saying that the biggest, and now 
clearly fatal, mistake was to let asylum-seekers set foot 
on western territory to begin with, since it then becomes 
virtually impossible to deport them under current laws. 
Instead, their applications should be processed, as in 
the case of visa applicants, in western embassies in 
their country of origin. Further, international laws do 
not have to be permanent: the Bush administration has, 
for example, reneged on the 1972 ABM Treaty since it is 
deemed no longer relevant to a post-Cold War world. 

Things will clearly have to change in Britain, more 
than anywhere else. What has shocked Pentagon 
analysts and even American journalists is the sudden 
discovery that Britain is no longer the land of cathedrals 
and Beefeaters but a stamping ground for Taliban-type 
fanatics, probably numbering tens of thousands. Towns 
in the West Midlands, Lancashire, Leicestershire, 
Derbyshire and Yorkshire seem to be seething with 
them. Week after week, Americans read reports of 
hundreds of police swarming on Tipton, Darlington, 
Redcar, Durham, Middlesborough and Hartlepool. 
Powerful mosques in London, Manchester and Birming- 
ham have been used as recruiting grounds for al-Quaeda- 
linked thugs. 

Bush doesn’t like this. Neither do we. This time we 
should be on America’s side. 


BUSH’S GESTURE OF HOMAGE TO ISRAEL 


| -] THE PICTURE.on the left shows US 


the President's loyalties! 


President George W. Bush standing 
with his right hand on his heart by the 
israeli flag. It was taken in the White 
House last December. 

The hand-on-heart gesture is part of 
a traditional American oath of alleg- 


iance, not normally engaged in except 
in homage to the United States and its 
flag. 

The picture was published in many 
Jewish papers, both in the USA and 
overseas. It also appeared in the Daily 
Telegraph on the 12th December but 
with the flag surgically removed — pre- 
sumably so that the general public 
might not get the ‘wrong idea’ about 


The caption to the Daily Telegraph 
picture just said: ‘A sombre President 
Bush at the White House’. 

The caption to the uncut picture 
published in Jewish papers said: 
“President George W. Bush places his 
hand over his heart during the playing 
of the national anthem as he takes 
part in ‘The World will always remem- 
ber September 11th’ in the White 
House East Room, December 11th, 
2001. Today marks the three-month 
anniversary of the attacks in New 
York and Washington.” 

Question: which national anthem 
was being played? 
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This is an edited and abridged transcript 
of a radio broadcast made by Dr. W.L. 
Pierce on the programme American Dissid- 
ent Voices on the 19th January this year. 
Some amendments to the original text have 
been made in order to comply with British 
laws which make it a criminal offence to 
speak critically of certain ethnic groups. 

Other transcripts of ADV broadcasts can 
be obtained by writing to ADVlist, PO Box 
330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, U.S.A. To 
subscribe to ADVlist, send an e-mail 
message to ADVlist-on@NatVan.com 


A TIME-HONOURED saying is: “All is fair in 
love and war.” Certainly, it seems a reason- 
able saying and one in accord with Nature. 
It expresses the fact that when at war even 
otherwise honourable men resort to trickery, 
deceit, and outright lying. In a strictly 
personal conflict a man may feel obliged by 
his sense of honour to be truthful; at least, 
it used to be that way before we got so 
much democracy and multi-culturalism, 
and we still had some understanding of the 
concept of personal honour. But when a 
nation or a race is at war, and survival 
depends upon victory — or at least upon 
avoiding defeat — a man must think of more 
than his personal honour; he must put the 
survival of his people above all else, and he 
must do whatever is necessary to win. 

It’s stretching things a bit, however, 
when we lie in order to make our job of 
beating up someone much smaller and 
weaker a little easier for us. When our 
government lies not because it’s a matter 
of national survival but just for the sake of 
convenience, that should be troubling for 
all of us. That’s the case with our propa- | 
ganda war in Afghanistan, for example. We 
drop leaflets with doctored photographs 
and lies all over the place, in order to turn 
the people against their former Taliban 
leaders and Osama bin Laden. We should 
be saying simply: “We’re coming for you, 
Osama bin Laden, and we'll get you.” 
Instead, we try to make our job easier by 
lying outrageously. 


LIES ABOUT BIN LADEN 


Well, lying is the way of democrats and 
multi-culturalists — and that includes 
Republicans — but | question whether or 
not it really makes our job easier. We 
air-dropped leaflets on Afghanistan with a 
phoney photograph of Osama bin Laden 
wearing a Western suit and with his beard 
shaved and his hair cut short and ann- 
ounced that he had given up the fight so 
that he could escape to a life of luxury and 
ease in the West. That really didn’t fool 
anyone, and it was a completely unnecess- 
ary lie. Then a little later Mr. Bush produced 
a video tape that he claimed had been 
found in an al-Quaida hideout and showed 
Osama bin Laden confessing, in effect, to 
the September 11th attack. Should we be 
surprised when Muslims all over the Middle 
East don’t believe Bush and denounce the 
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video tape as phoney? 

Actually, | believe it very likely that 
Osama bin Laden was behind the Septem- 
ber 11th attack, and | think most Muslims 
believe that too. But I and a lot of other 
people are very sceptical about Mr. Bush’s 
very convenient video tape. Perhaps it’s 
genuine, but I’m not inclined to believe that 


Dr. W.L. PIERCE shows 
how political and 
intellectual falsehood 


have now become 
essential for the 
maintenance of the 
liberal-globalist system 


A 

just because George Bush or Donald Rums- 
feld or any other lying politician says it is. 

The fact is that politicians are so accus- 
tomed to lying about everything that they 
don’t even stop to consider the conse- 
quences of their lies. If a lie seems more 
convenient than the truth at any moment, 
they lie — and not just to little people 
they’re beating up at the moment. Amer- 
ican politicians will lie just as readily to their 
fellow Americans as they will to Afghans or 


A culture of lies 


Pakistanis. And one can hardly blame 
them, because the American people have 
come to expect it of them and don’t seem 
to hold it against them. Teddy Kennedy 
killed his girlfriend Joanne Kopechne and 
lied outrageously about it, and yet he’s still 
in the US Senate today. Bill Clinton lied 
outrageously about nearly everything, and 
the voters re-elected him. 


POLITICALLY CORRECT STATUE 


And as | said, it’s not just Democratic 
politicians. George Bush may not be as 
skilful a liar as Bill Clinton, but he’s just as 
much a liar. That’s the democratic way — 
with a small ‘d’. We live in a culture of lies, 
a culture shaped for us by the controlled 
mass media, in which lying not only is 
acceptable, it is required whenever it helps 
the cause of Political Correctness. Consider 
the current twittering in New York about 
the 19-foot bronze statue being erected in 
honour of the city’s firemen. The statue is 
based on a news photograph of three New 
York firemen raising an American flag, lwo 
Jima style, on a mound of rubble at the site 
of the former World Trade Centre. The 
three firemen who raised the flag are all 
white men, as are 94 per cent of New York 
City’s firemen, and the whiteness of the 
firemen raising the flag can be seen quite 
clearly in the news photograph. 

Well, that’s a politically inconvenient 
fact, and so the 19-foot statue based on 


POLITICALLY CORRECT BRIGADE TRY TO BEND THE TRUTH 
On the left is the authentic photo of three New York firemen raising the Stars and Stripes on 
the site of the demolished World Trade Centre. All are white — as are 94 per cent of the 
firefighters in the City. On the right is the model of the proposed statue to commemorate 
the event. This shows one fireman to be white, one black and one Hispanic — the idea being 
to reflect the racial mix of the city. After an outcry from Whites, the statue scheme was 
scrapped — a smack in the eye for the white firemen. 


the photograph will show one Negro fire- 
man, one mestizo fireman, and one white 
fireman raising the flag. Naturally, the 
white firemen who actually raised the flag 
on the rubble were not happy when they 
saw the multi-cultural model for the statue, 
and neither were many of their fellow white 
firemen. 

Tough luck. | suspect that the media 
bosses, the politicians, and the Jewish 
businessmen who favour the multi-cultural 
statue will have their way, and groups of 
schoolchildren who are shown the statue 
will be told that it’s an actual depiction of 
the flag-raising. I’m surprised they didn’t 
include a female fireman and an Asian 
fireman helping to raise the flag and show a 
couple of gay firemen fondling each other 
in the background. * 


LIES IN ADVERTISING 


Perhaps it’s unfair of me to put too much 
blame on politicians and Jewish business- 
men for this sort of lying and distortion of 
reality for the sake of Political Correctness. 
Gentile businessmen seem about as willing 
to lie as Jewish businessmen. Jesse 
Jackson, the black rabble-rouser, made a 
very good living for many years by per- 
suading businessmen — most of them 
Gentiles — to lie about race for him. With 
the media backing him, Jackson would 
threaten white businessmen with black 
boycotts unless they multi-culturalised 
their operations to his satisfaction — and 


kicked in a nice, big payoff to Jesse himself. 
Jesse would demand that the white 
businessmen hire Black executives, picture 
Blacks in their advertising, and subcontract 
to Black-owned businesses. 

Instead of standing up to Jackson and 
calling him an extortionist, virtually all of 
the white businessmen decided it would be 
cheaper to pay him off, make the changes 
in personnel and advertising and sub-con- 
tracting he demanded, and pretend that 
they liked it. They paid for advertising 
showing white women cuddling up to black 
men in order to please Jesse and pretended 
that they were doing this of their own free 
will. They wanted everyone to know that 
they were on the multi-cultural band- 
wagon. Tome, this is at least as bad as the 
sort of lying the politicians do. 


LIES INACADEMIA 


And the Gentile academics and public- 
ists are just as crooked these days. There 
was a bit of nervous twittering among 
academic historians last month when a 
supposedly scholarly study of firearms 
ownership in 18th-century America by an 
Emory University history professor, Michael 
Bellesiles, turned out to be fraudulent. 
Bellesiles claimed to have studied 
thousands of 18th-century probate records 
and found that very few American families 
— fewer than 10 per cent — actually owned 
firearms in the 18th century; therefore, the 
legislators who wrote the Second Amend- 
ment obviously didn’t intend to guarantee 
the right of individuals to keep and bear 
arms, just militias. Well, that pleased the 
nut-case feminist gun-control crowd, but 
as it turned out, Bellesiles had faked it. 


Professional historians professed embarr- 
assment and outrage over Bellesiles’ 
chicanery, but what Bellesiles did in trying 
to scuttle the Second Amendment is quite 
innocuous compared to the fraud comm- 
itted by thousands of other professional 
historians, who don’t have to worry about 
being called to account for their deceit. 

Imagine that a history professor is 
teaching his students 20th-century history, 
and to avoid violating any taboos he 
teaches the approved, ‘kosher’ version. 
When he talks about the year preceding 
Pearl Harbour, he is not likely to mention 
that the Roosevelt government was so hot 
to get the United States involved in the war 
against Germany at the behest of the 
Jewish Lobby that the United States was 
waging undeclared war against Germany in 
the Atlantic, hoping for an ‘incident’ that 
could be used as a pretext for full-scale 
hostilities, but that the German Navy was 
under strict orders not to respond to US 
provocations, nor that when the Pearl 
Harbour attack came it was more of a 
surprise to the Germans than it was to the 
war party in the Roosevelt Government, 
which previously had broken the Japanese 
naval code. He leaves his students with the 
impression that the United States wanted 
only peace, and the Germans wanted only 
to wage war against us in their mad cam- 
paign to conquer the world. 

Is such a history professor less culpable 
than the most mendacious politician? | 
think not. And what about the professor of 
biology or anthropology who, knowing of 
the profound differences in mentality, in 
psychology, in inborn behavioural patterns 
that separate the races, lets his students 
use a textbook that asserts the sameness 
of the races and fails to point out this lie? 
Should he be forgiven for betraying the 
trust placed in him simply because he 
wants to keep his job? 


MAGAZINE LIES 


As | said, we live in a culture of lies. It’s 
not just the politicians and the business- 
men and the teachers and the news 
reporters who lie to us: it’s everyone to 
whom the PC Lobby has a string tied, and 
that means most people involved in shaping 
the popular culture: advertisers and enter- 
tainers and editors and publishers and 
writers and the rest. Here’s an example: 
the February issue of Playboy magazine has 
been on the news-stands for a couple of 
weeks now. There’s an article in the 
magazine titled ‘Virtual Reich’, with a sub- 
head that reads, and | quote: “Fascism is 


which are advertised as they occur. 


FRIENDS OF SPEARHEAD 


Friends of Spearhead is a support group that has been formed for the purpose of 
ensuring our magazine’s continued survival. 

Members of Friends of Spearhead pay a subscription of a minimum of £10 a 
month, in return for which they may, if they wish, receive five copies of each monthly 
issue for redistribution (by whatever means they prefer). This subscription may be 
paid by cheque or direct debit, in which case our bank details will be supplied. 

In addition, Friends of Spearhead undertakes certain other promotions, details of 


We hope very much that our readers and supporters, not only in the UK but around 
the world, will rally to help us in this project. 
Friends of Spearhead can be contacted at PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 4DT. 


back, featuring a strange cast of Islamic 
fundamentalists, skinheads, and home- 
grown terrorists. Here’s the sinister part: 
they’re all talking to one another.” — end of 
quote. 

It’s a trashy article in a trashy magazine, 
but it mentions me at length, and that was 
my reason for choosing it as an example. 
And with a circulation of more than three 
million copies each month and probably 
half again that many readers, Playboy does 
have a significant role in the popular culture. 
The article is almost entirely make-believe. 
It has a few quotations from things I’ve 
written, a few quotations from other 
people, most of whom I’ve never met or 
even corresponded with, and then it throws 
us all into one pot and stirs us up as if we’re 
part of a giant, world-wide, terrorist cons- 
piracy: me along with Muslim fundament- 
alists, German and English nationalists, anti- 
abortionists, Tim McVeigh and Ted Kac- 
zynski, nut-case Christian millennialists, 
environmental activists, and elderly SS 
veterans — just about everyone the Jewish 
Lobby doesn’t like. It’s not only the basic 
theme of the article that is wrong 
— claiming one giant conspiracy where 
there is none — but the details are chock- 
full of errors too. It’s clear that no-one 
bothered to check the article for accuracy. 

But of course, no-one really cared about 
truthfulness or accuracy in this article: 
certainly not the publisher nor any of Play- 
boy’s editors nor the author, Mike Reynolds, 
who used to write for the Southern Poverty 
Law Centre, the ultra-sleazy Jewish propa- 
ganda outfit run by direct-mail fund-raising 
huckster Morris Dees. The purpose of the 
article was to frighten America’s Joe Six- 
packs and Sally Soccermoms, to send a 
cold shiver down their spines with the 
spectre of all the bad guys who want to 
throw a crimp into their mall shopping and 
ball-game watching, ganging up on them. If 
you can scare them more easily by lying, 
then lie. That’s the American spirit these 
days. The politicians lie, the teachers and 
professors lie, the media people lie, the 
businessmen lie, the magazine writers lie, 
and for the most part the American people 
don’t care. Just keep those shopping malls 
well stocked and keep plenty of ball games 
on TV, and they don’t care. It’s the acqui- 
escence of the American people in all of 
this lying, rather than the liars themselves, 
that convinces me that the end times are 
near. At least, | hope so. 


* Subsequent to Dr. Pierce’s talk, the 
scheme for the statue showing the‘ethnics’ 
raising the flag was scrapped. 
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MOST parents of young children 
remain understandably worried 
about the safety of the combined 
(MMR) Immunisation against 
Measles, Mumps and Rubella. 
They hear the medical establish- 
ment insisting that this practice is 
effective and harmless, while 
independent research and anec- 
dotal evidence blames it for serious 
health damage to some children, 
albeit a small minority. Anxious 
parents must therefore try to 
balance the alleged risks of the 
MMR jab against those assoc- 
iated with measles, mumps and 
rubella. 

Those refusing the triple inject- 
ion for their children will be acc- 
used of making epidemics of these 
three diseases much more likely and 
shirking parental responsibility. 
Those who accept the injection and 
then witness a serious deterioration 
in their child’s health can expect no 
support or compensation from offic- 
ialdom, and must suffer a life-long 
sense of guilt regardless of medical 
blandishments. Almost all media 
discussions of this vexatious matter 
have taken the form of one or more 
medical authority figures dogmatic- 
ally plugging the MMR line against 
a few under-informed and not very 
articulate individuals raising doubts 
about it. Such high-profile discuss- 
ions usually hasten to the ‘doctor- 
knows-best’ conclusion (Shipman 
notwithstanding). But the more 
intelligent and better-informed 
parents will be aware that:- 


@ There is no reliable evidence that 
mass immunisation programmes 
prevent epidemics of diseases 
already steadily declining as a result 
of improved public health and 
hygiene. 


@ The common childhood diseases 
like measles, mumps and rubella are 
in the vast majority of cases of very 
short duration and without serious 
or lasting effects. Indeed, rubella in 
pregnant women can damage the 
foetus, so there is a positive advan- 
tage in exposing little girls to this 
particular minor ailment. 

@ There are perfectly safe, simple 
and effective ways of treating minor 
conditions like measles, mumps, 
rubella, chickenpox and whooping 
cough to avoid serious complicat- 
ions. 


® Homeopathic doctors have 
always contended that some imm- 
unisation jabs can adversely affect a 
person’s general health throughout 
life, and act as hidden barriers to 
otherwise effective medication. In 
other words, many people are 
suffering from so-called ‘iatrogenic’ 
(doctor-caused) diseases. Though 
dismissed as ‘eccentric’ by the 
orthodox medical establishment, 
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ABOUT DISEASE 
AND 
DISINFORMATION 


FRANK KIMBAL JOHNSON 
contributes to the debate on MMR 
and other immunisation practices 


these very experienced practitioners 
have abundant case histories to 
support their view (see, for exam- 
ple, Rediscovering Real Medicine 
by Dr. Jean Elmiger, published by 
Element Books). 

@ As with all professions and offic- 
ial hierarchies, those dissenting 
from the prevailing orthodoxy will 
sacrifice their promotion prospects, 
if not their continued professional 
status. But history testifies that the 
establishment’s heretic is apt to 
become one of humanity’s pioneers; 
so let no one be intimidated by the 
massed ranks of orthodoxy .There 
are grounds for believing that mass 
immunisation programmes will be 
regarded by future medical histor- 


ians as just another example of the 
law of unforeseen consequences. 

@ It is the body’s immune system, 
not the medical profession, which is 
our main defence against disease. 
Accordingly, measures to streng- 
then natural immunity via healthy 
life-styles are much more important 
and appropriate than ad hoc medical 
interference. Inflicting the triple 
MMR innoculation on all children 
regardless of genetic and other 
differences is bound to have an 
adverse effect on those with less 
robust immune systems. Immunity 
is an adaptation process, so the 
bodies of little children should not 
be overtaxed in trying to cope with 
too many challenges at once. 


One youngster gets the MMR jab. 
Current orthodoxy is in favour, but those 
who represent orthodoxy are often wrong. 


It is frankly ludicrous to describe 
the common childhood epidemics 
as — in the words of one govern- 
ment official — ‘deadly diseases’, 
when serious complications are 
actually quite rare, and then mainly 
due to special circumstances. But in 
all the public discussions about 
MMR no government agency or 
medical authority has seen fit to 
publish the bare facts about:- 


(1) The year-on-year incidence of 
common childhood diseases. 


(2) The number and percentage of 
cases with complications serious 
enough to need hospital care, per 
age-group. 

(3) The number of deaths per age- 
group, attributed to each disease. 


(4) The year-on-year incidence of 
other childhood diseases of a 
chronic nature, in parallel with each 
year’s immunisation statistics. 


We must never forget that so- 
called medical ethics are about 
reconciling the needs of patients 
with the self-interest of the medical 
profession; and that all professions 
have a vested interest in promoting 
a dependency culture among the 
public. (A wag once observed that 
if doctors were the weather fore- 
casters we would all be going around 
with lightning conductors in our 
hats!). So does anyone seriously 
believe that the medical profession 
will ever admit to uncertainty, let 
alone error, in its advice concerning 
public health and immunisation 
programmes? After all, the same 
profession took decades to acknow- 
ledge the existence of pathogenic 
organisms, and treatments are often 
more fashionable than scientific (as 
often acknowledged by the Medical 
Research Council in reports to the 
profession). 

Common prudence therefore 
requires every medical intervention 
in human affairs to be subject to 
independent assessment, to ensure 
that patient needs always take pre- 
cedence over professional prestige. 

Meanwhile, it is entirely proper 
for parents to resist the official 
MMR campaign and insist on 
freedom of choice regarding 
methods of protecting their own 
children against the (mostly neglig- 
ible) risks of common epidemic 
diseases. If any immunisation is 
deemed necessary, let it be done in 
such a way as to reinforce, not 
damage, each individual’s immune 
system and long-term health. Mass- 
immunisation has been aptly des- 
cribed as ‘rubber-stamp’ treatment 
applied to an enormously diverse 
population. Resistance to the MMR 
campaign is doubtless irksome and 
irritating to officialdom and 
medical pundits, but it remains 
entirely justified. 


The things they're sayit 


In the calendar of the New World Order, 
the list of sacred days is mounting up. Holo- 
cause Memorial day is already established. 
September the Eleventh Memorial Day will 
soon be there. But there is no memorial day 
for the millions of victims of that festival of 
slaughter, rape and pillage, the Red Army’s 
invasion and conquest of Eastern Europe in 
1945. 

There is no proposal, either, for a general 
memorial day for all the victims of Comm- 
unism in Russia, in China and throughout the 
world, far more numerous than all the victims 
of all the other tyrannical systems put together. 
What would be a suitable day for such a 
memorial? Karl Marx’s birthday? 

You may ask why no such memorial is 
likely to join the list; and then ask again. 

PETER SIMPLE 
Daily Telegraph (8.2.02) 


It is, of course, the common lot of practis- 
ing politicians not to be entirely consistent in 
either their policies or their principles. But if 
a politician’s precept and practice diverge 
too widely, as they do when Mr. Blair treats 
of terrorism, he is likely to reap justified 
mockery and contempt. To bomb Afghanis- 
tan while conferring limousines and other 
perquisites on the very people who attempted 
to kill an entire British Cabinet is a contra- 
diction too far; unless, of course, Mr. Blair 
considers that the Conservative Party is or 
was a legitimate military target. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
The Spectator (26.1.02) 


In shabby, cash-strapped, down-at-heel 
Britain, our Third World health service 
stumbles from failure to failure. A sham- 
bolic rail system is mired in industrial milit- 
ancy. Motorists are murdered for. the price of 
their cars. Nothing works as it should. 

Meanwhile, the Prime Minister is yet again 
preparing to leave these problems behind. 
Next week, he embarks on a major tour of 
Africa, in the apparent belief that his 
personal magic can begin to heal the many 
ills of that troubled continent. 

This is what inspires Iain Duncan Smith to 
be so scathing about New Labour’s ‘designer 
diplomacy’. With his frenetic globetrotting, 
Mr. Blair seems to be on some Messianic, 
one-man mission to save the world. And he 
certainly gives the impression that he can’t 
be bothered with troublesome details at home. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
Daily Mail (1.2.02) 


When Britain backs America, all we can 
expect in return is good-natured contempt. If 
we, or any of us, venture to criticise, we can 
expect contempt mixed with abuse in return. 
Our present relationship with America is 


morally unhealthy and should be changed. 
Old habits die hard, but surely one day the 
penny must drop and Whitehall will realise 
that the Cold war is over, Hitler has been 
dead even longer, and we do not need to suck 
up to the Americans any more. 
MICHAEL HARRINGTON 
Letter in The Spectator (2.2.02) 


On the first day of the show trial of 
Slobodan Milosevic at the Hague, Carla Del 
Ponte, chief prosecutor of the United Nations 
International Criminal Tribunal for the former 
Yugoslavia, spoke of the “medieval savag- 
ery” of the “war crimes” he is alleged to have 
ordered or failed to stop. For those who work 
for that mysterious entity, the ‘Intérnational 
Community’, and gather at the bar of World 
Opinion, the word ‘medieval’ is a common 
term of abuse. 

Is medieval savagery, perpetuated by 
identifiable people caught up in the blood- 
thirsty frenzy of civil war, worse than modern 
savagery, in which people are targeted by 
mathematical calculation and blown to bits 
by bombs dropped from a height of 50,000 
feet by anonymous airmen? 

If Milosovic is guilty of ‘war crimes’, 
although he may have personally killed no- 
one, what about Clinton, Blair and others 
responsible for the shameful and treacherous 
war against the Serbs in 1999? When will 
they be brought to trial at The Hague? 

The ‘international justice’ Del Ponte 
speaks of so smugly is a parody of justice. It 
is a manoeuvre dressed up in fine words, for 
furtherance of the ‘One-World’ policies of 
the ‘International Community’. Only those 
who have somehow got in the way of those 
policies will ever risk being brought to trial. 
Others can commit acts of medieval, modern 
or future savagery as they please and still go 
free. 

PETER SIMPLE 
Daily Telegraph (15.2.02) 


The assumption of multi-culturalism — 
that all cultures are equal and deserve equal 
respect — is an idea that almost nobody 
actually believes in, whatever his culture. I 
cannot imagine how it has become such an 
article of faith; perhaps this is because it is 
like religious belief — an incoherent, implaus- 
ible idea supported by little evidence. 

It is absurd to say that all cultural beliefs 
are equal when my belief is directly opposed 
to yours. I cannot respect yours while still 
respecting my own, and vicé versa. 

MINETTE MARRIN 
Sunday Times (10.2.02) 


Marvellous, isn’t it. : 
We spend £100 million on a four-star 
hotel for bogus refugees and what do they do? 


Set fire to it and run away. 

That money could have saved lives by 
paying for staff and equipment in the health 
service. 

Why should failed asylum-seekers be 
pampered like poodles in a bordello? 

LEADER ARTICLE 
The Sun (16.2.02) 


Needless to say, the self-hatred of western 
intellectuals is not genuine or sincere: they 
do not really want to beat our super-markets 
into souks, as swords into ploughshares... 
Rather, the intellectual’s expression of self- 
hatred is directed at other western intellect- 
uals, to prove the self-hater’s broadness of 
mind, moral superiority and lack of preju- 
dice, and thus earn the approval of his peers. 
It isn’t only rebellious youth who experience 
peer pressure; and anyone who pointed out, 
for example, that for a very long time now 
the western medical tradition has been incom- 
parably superior to all other medical tradit- 
ions in the world combined and multiplied a 
thousandfold, would forfeit approval, even 
though what he said was true, and obviously 
SO. 

Unfortunately, insincere ideas can become 
official orthodoxies. The Muslims of this 
country are hardly to blame if they do not 
realise that the posturings of our intellectuals 
are just that, posturings, not intended to be 
taken literally. When the intellectuals of this 
country express no admiration for or apprec- 
iation of their civilisation’s past, when only 
denigration and iconoclasm appear to advance 
an intellectual’s career... it is hardly surprising 
that Muslims conclude that the West is emin- 
ently hateful; it must be, because it hates 
itself. 

THEODORE DALRYMPLE 
The Spectator (2.2.02) 


The statement by Mrs. Norma Nathan... 
that “I don’t know one British Jew who 
supports Ariel Sharon” is extraordinary. 

I know of thousands. I speak with one or 
two every day; I read their comments in the 
Jewish Chronicle every week; I know that 
rabbis across the country regularly exhort 
their congregations to support Israel — what- 
ever policy the Israeli Government adopts. 
Those exhortations are apparently indiscrim- 
inate. 

Sadly, many British Jews are either apath- 
etic or are all too ready to support any Israeli 
government policy regardless of how unsav- 
oury, repressive or unenlightened that policy 
may be. The methods used by the Israeli law- 
enforcements agencies to elicit information 
from captives is virtually never questioned. 

MICHAEL HALPERN 
Letter in Sunday Times (16.2.02) 
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“And even a Jew is not allowed to call me a 
criminal. The deeds committed for decades 
by his racial and religious comrades against 
the Arabs in Palestine are real crimes.” 


THOSE WORDS, believe it or not, are. 


sufficient to bring the weight of the law 
down on you in the ‘democratic’ German 
Federal Republic, as our friend Giinther 
Deckert has just discovered. Perhaps he 
lives in the wrong country! After all, 
Jerusalem Post columnist Moshe Kohn 
didn’t face any prosecution charges for 
‘racial incitement’ after writing several years 
ago that: “Cunning, no doubt, came to 
Churchill in the Jewish genes transmitted by 
his mother Lady Randolph Churchill, née 
Jenny Jacobson/Jerome.” 

Any reasonable person can see _ that 
Giinther Deckert’s statement is no more than 
factual and fair comment. It is not exactly in 
the same league as the utterances of the late 
Israeli Tourism Minister Rehavam Zeevi, 
who was fond of referring to Arabs as ‘lice’, 
a verbal unpleasantness with the Talmudic 
touch. 

The story of Giinther Deckert’s latest 
tangle with the law began last August when 
he announced his candidature for the post of 
Oberbiirgermeister (Mayor) of Nuremberg. 
Arno Hamburger, the chairman of the city’s 
Jewish community, didn’t take too kindly to 
this move. 

Hamburger, an SPD member of Nurem- 
berg City Council, repeatedly baited Giinther 
Deckert by describing him as a “previously- 
convicted criminal.” Giinther’s response, 
published in the Nurnberg Nachtrichten, is 
reproduced above. 

Perhaps this particular message struck 
home too well. Being a liberal is one thing; 


German thought-police 
target Deckert again 


Report from IAN BUCKLEY | 


* 


Giinther Deckert, seen here speaking at the BNP Croydon branch last year 


— : 


“1! 


being a racial supremacist masquerading as 
a liberal is something much more pernicious. 

The Mannheim District Court has now 
decided to bring proceedings against Herr 
Deckert, using this statement as evidence of 
“incitement.” The court’s case is in the 


hands of District Prosecutor Hans-Heiko 
Klein, a legal careerist who has specialised in 
the pursuit of ‘dangerous’ thought-criminals 
like Giinther. I’m sure that all readers will join 
in wishing our brave and generous comrade 
well as he faces the courts again. 


MICHAEL MANNING, an 18-year-old black 
youth, wanted to impress his friends, and so 
he carried out a mugging attack on Mrs. 
Daisy Fenton in Dulwich, South East London. 
The 6ft 2in Manning beat up Mrs. Fenton (88, 
4ft.10in and with a heart condition) so badly 
that she died in hospital three days later. 

Manning, when joining his mates after the 
attack, complained bitterly that he had found 
only £2 in Daisy’s bag. 

And what did Manning get? Seven years — 
with the likelihood that he will be out in less 
than four! 

* * * 


IN a recent government move, asylum-seekers 
have been awarded an extra £300 a year in 
hand-outs. Plans have been drawn up by Home 
Secretary David Blunkett to give them £4 more 
in cash and an extra £1.23 in vouchers. 

This is more than the £5 per-week rise given 
last year to single British pensioners. 

* * * 


SPECIAL BRANCH is that section of the police 
force whose members are hand-picked to protect 
the nation from dangerous terrorist groups. But 
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MADHOUSE BRITAIN — 


now, as part of the entrance exam applicants are 
obliged to take, there are questions on children’s 
television. In one recent exam candidates were 
surprised to be asked to name all four of the 
‘Teletubbies’. 

The Metropolitan Police have defended this 
exam by saying that SB officers had to be in 
touch with all aspects of popular culture. 

* * * 


POLICE patrolling London’s Soho district 
are to be issued with special kit, including 
helmet, fluorescent body armour, leather 
gloves and three sets of wrap-around sun- 
glasses — orange, black and clear. 

A statement from the Met said that this 
would help the officers blend in with the local 
‘gay’ community. 

* * * 
A FORMER head waitress in a London night- 
club has been given a compensation award of 
£60,000 after claiming she had suffered sexual 
discrimination and hurt feelings. 

Samantha McGraw, 27, said she was suspen- 
ded because she was pregnant and felt uncom- 
Sortable in her uniform of hotpants, waistcoat 


and fishnets. The club refused to let her wear a 
loose shirt to conceal her bump. She also 
claimed ‘sexual harassment’. 

* Oe Ox 


THE Department for Transport, Local Govern- 
ment and the Regions has just spent £40.000 on 
a survey which concludes that the reason for 
congestion on the roads is that there are too 
many cars! 

* * * 


ACCORDING to an article in the Daily Tele- 
graph (8.2.02) by Malcolm Evans, “Politics 
needs to become more like ITV’s search-for- 
a-star show Pop Idol, which means capturing 
the public imagination and making people 
feel that they have some interest in the 
characters, as well as some control over them. 
Why not let voters choose their favourite 
political idol each week?” 

The article sought to enquire into the 
causes of voter-apathy and low turnout in 
elections. 

* * xX 


MORE on the compensation front. A black legal 
secretary, Rachel Walker, 32, has been paid up 
to £10,000 for hurt feelings over an e-mail 
suggesting that she be replaced by a “busty 
blonde.” 


That Israel article 


NEW STATESMAN 


WHEN we saw the article in the Vew 
Statesman on the 14th January, from 
which John Tyndall quoted extensively in 
his demolition job on Tony Blair last month, 
we recognised immediately that the States- 
man editor had put himself on extremely 
dangerous ground by publishing it. Readers 
may remember that the Statesman article, 
by John Pilger, constituted a devastating 
indictment of Blair’s slavish allegiance to 
Israel — as bad as that of any American 
president — and the way in which he had 
actively helped and encouraged Ariel 
Sharon’s acts of terrorism against the 
Palestinian people just as he was touring 
the world preaching against — terrorism. 

Pilger is an unusual journalist. An Aust- 
ralian republican and viscerally left-wing, 
he writes articles which much more often 
irritate us than win our approval. At the 
same time he is a man of no little moral 
courage — an attribute rare in his profess- 
ion. For years, he has kept up an unceasing 
campaign of words directed at the British 
and American governments for their cruel 
bombing and sanctions against Iraq, laying 
particular emphasis on the death-rate 
among young children that these have 
caused. Pilger is, unusually for lefty writers, 
genuinely anti-establishment, while the 
majority are only too pleased to keep their 
snouts close to the establishment feeding 
trough while enjoying the sensation of 
appearing ‘rebellious’ over minor issues 
where they threaten no danger. 


WILBY 
When it came to it, he didn’t have the bottle 
to stand his ground 


The Pilger article in the New Statesman 
was printed alongside another, by Dennis 
Sewell, which enquired into the question of 
whether there was an organised Jewish 
lobby in Britain which attempted to exert 
political pressure in Israeli interests. 
Sewell’s thesis was that there was just 
such a lobby but that it was not nearly as 
powerful and effective as some Zionist- 
conspiracy theorists imagined. Perhaps the 
Sewell theme was prompted by naivity, or 


perhaps it was just the writer’s way of 
dealing with a potentially lethal subject in a 
dismissive way so as not to frighten the 
horses, so to speak — a question to which | 
will return. However, the Statesman editor, 
Peter Wilby, seemed rather to defeat the 
latter object by his choice of front cover to 
advertise and illustrate the two articles. 
This consisted of a heading saying ‘A 
kosher conspiracy?’ accompanied by a gold 
Star of David impaling a Union Jack. 


PREDICTABLE REACTION 


Many of us, when we saw this, braced 
ourselves in readiness for the proverbial 
excrement to hit the fan. Was Wilby being 
incredibly bold, or was he being incredibly 
innocent? We have no way of knowing as 
of this moment. But what followed was 
utterly predictable. 

“Anti-Semitism!” screamed a frenzied 
Jewish chorus of letter-writers, e-mailers, 
telephone-callers and instant demonstrat- 
ors. One team of the latter marched into 


the magazine’s London offices and staged . 


a sit-down occupation, announcing that 
they were not going to move until the 
editor had signed a letter which read as 
follows:- 


“The New Statesman acknowledges that 
its cover of 14 January and the article by 
Dennis Sewell accompanying it were 
anti-Semitic, and have perpetuated and 
encouraged hatred of Jews. We deeply 
regret this, and apologise to the Jewish 
community for our mistake.” 


The meaning of this could not be plainer 
if Mr. Wilby had been placed in a KGB cell 
with his legs in chains, two burly torturers 
standing nearby and a pen thrust menac- 
ingly into his hand. It also illustrated the 
almost insane arrogance of those making 
the demand. Certain people really have got 
to the point at which their contempt for the 
British ‘Goy’ is so great that they imagine 
such a manoeuvre likely to achieve its 


GROVELS 


purpose in just the way demanded. 


Wilby, of course, would not sign this 
precise apology note; that would have been 
to degrade himself to an extent beyond 
even the tolerance of a modern-day British 
journalist. But he did the next best thing 
from his inquisitors’ point of view. He 
wrote an editorial shortly afterwards 
which, among other things, said:- 


“We (or more precisely I) got it wrong... 
We shall try to present our views with 
greater sensitivity. 

“The cover was not intended to be anti- 
Semitic; the New Statesman is vigorously 
opposed to racism in all its forms, but it 
used images and words in such a way as to 
create unwittingly the impression that the 
New Statesman was following an anti- 
Semitic tradition that sees Jews as a 
conspiracy piercing the heart of the nation. 
“| doubt very much that one single person 
was provoked into hatred of Jews by our 
cover, but | accept that a few anti-Semites... 
took aid and comfort when it appeared that 
their prejudices were shared by a magazine 
of authority and standing. 

“Moreover, the cover upset many Jews, 
who are right to feel that, in the fight 
against anti-Semitism in particular and 
racism in general, this magazine ought to 
be on their side.” 


What Wilby ‘got wrong’, of course, was 
not the issue to which the front cover and 
the two articles were addressed, nor the 
question of what was a fair and accurate 
way of dealing with that issue; what he 

Contd. overleaf 


PILGER 
A left-winger, but worthy of respect for 
having the courage of his convictions 
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NEW STATESMAN GROVELS 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


got wrong’ was his gauging of the likely 
reaction of organised Jewry. It rather 
seems to this writer that Wilby and his two 
contributors were carrying out a kind of 
tentative testing of the water. They 
guessed there would be a backlash but 
they were curious to see how loud and 
vehement it would be. 


CHANGES IN ‘WORLD OPINION’ 
Why this curiosity? | venture a theory 
which may have no foundation but which | 
offer, as they say, “as a contribution to 

debate.” It is this:- 

The behaviour of Israel in its conflict 
with Palestinian insurgents, together with a 
number of high-profile incidents and 
scandals, particularly in the political and 
financial fields, have recently brought 
about some seismic changes in ‘world 
opinion’ concerning Jewish matters, trans- 
forming what was previously an overwhelm- 
ingly philo-Semitic consensus into one that 
is now much more mixed and uncertain. 
The French Ambassador in London only 
recently spoke at a party of Israel being 
“that shitty little country.” A leading 
London society hostess saw fit to pro- 
nounce at a gathering of the great and the 


powerful her distaste for God’s Chosen and 
her knowledge that many of her friends 
were of like mind. Such utterances would 
have been inconceivable not so very long 
ago, but they are now being made by 
people who surely are not so ignorant of 
the ways of the big wide world that they 
are oblivious of what they are saying. It all 
suggests that certain cows are no longer 
regarded in élite circles as quite as sacred 
as they once were, and certain taboos 
(pardon the mixed metaphor) can now 
actually be discussed in the open without 
the fear that the initiator of the subject will 
invite unanimous obloquy and social ex- 
communication. 


NEW ERA 

This is a very positive sign. Many Jews, 
of course, would interpret it otherwise, 
claiming that it betokens the dark and 
sinister spectre of ‘anti-Semitism’ — even 
‘neo-nazism’ — making a come-back. But in 
reality what it means is that we are enter- 
ing into a new era in which the words 
‘Jew’ and ‘Jewish’ can be used in just the 
same way as ‘British’, ‘French’, ‘American’ 
and ‘Japanese’. That is to say that they 
can be spoken in a derogatory context as 
well as a complimentary one, according to 
what is warranted. This is something of a 


change from the situation in which ‘Jew’ 
and ‘Jewish’ may only be on people’s lips 
if the intention is to indulge in fawning 
tribute. It seems, however, that even this 
causes many Jews acute concern. 

But let us not imagine that the taboo is 
anywhere near disappearing. The pitiful 
surrender and recantation of the Vew 
Statesman puts paid to that idea. The mass 
media are still hypnotised by the tremen- 
dous power of organised Jewry — a power 
which extends to the capacity to reduce to 
commercial ruin any mainstream public- 
ation that offends against it. Mr. Wilby and 
his publisher, Spencer Neal, might have 
made a fight of it and gone down gloriously 
— bringing massive nationwide focus on 
the power of censorship their two articles 
and front page challenged — but they did 
not. A pity, but not a surprise. They are, 
after all, modern Gentile British media 
operatives — not made of the stuff of 
Drake, Nelson and the defenders of 
Rorke’s Drift. 

We should nevertheless not be despon- 
dent. A great many people saw what was 
in the New Statesman on January 14th, 
and many, many more still heard about it 
and witnessed the resulting controversy. 
That is all to the good. The mould is being 
broken, and freedom and truth are gaining 
much-needed breathing space. 


Vet another globalist war? 


COLIN VERNON looks behind the pressure building up for an attack on Iraq 


THERE are occasions when the true 
nature of globalism becomes eerily 
apparent. In the February 4th issue 
of Forbes Global, the editor-in-chief, 
Steve Forbes, berates his own (US) 
State Department over its efforts to 
‘contain’ Saddam Hussein by weapons 
inspection and the bombing of 
‘suspect’ sites in Iraq. “Saddam must 
go,” Forbes says. “The more thor- 


hes) 
ADDAM 


At present the universal ‘bad guy’, is he 
being used as an excuse for military adven- 
tures in furtherance of global oil interests? 


oughly, the more decisively, we move, 
the faster we can complete the job we 
failed to finish in 1991. The Saudis 
may fear an Iraqi democracy arising 
on their borders, but the Kingdom is 
going to have to start liberalising 
regardless. Our allies — most of them 
anyway — will fall in line, just as they 
usually do, if we take the lead. If we 
need any ground reinforcements, we 
can call on the Turks.” 
Breathtaking stuff this, 
but further on into the 
magazine there is more. 
Under the headline Kabuled 
Together, a somewhat 
doubtful pun, it is reported 
that oil executives are talk- 
ing about reviving a pipeline 
project which would carry 
natural gas -— 700 billion 
cubic metres of proven 
reserves — from Turkmen- 
istan, across Afghanistan 
to Pakistan and beyond. 
Well, that should e&rn 
megabucks for the lawyers, 
planners, accountants and 
surveyors; what a blessing 
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that Bin Laden was supposed to be 
hiding, though never found, in such 
a potentially lucrative bolthole! 


Globalists’ jamboree 


On the page facing this slice of 
good news, there is an advertisement 
advising that at the Second Yugo- 
slavia Summit in Belgrade on Febru- 
ary 25-26th there will be discussions 
on International Support for Yugo- 
slavia’s Economic Rehabilitation; the 
Challenges in Banking and Finance; 
Development of the Stock Exchange; 
the Privatisation Process; and major 
projects in Telecoms, Transport- 
ation, Energy and Tourism. And 
among the speakers are listed: 
James Rubin, former American State 
Department spokesman and US 
Representative to the United Nations, 
Mabel Wisse Smit, executive director 
of the Soros Foundation and Henry 
Russel, Director of Western Balkans, 
European Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development - all these attending 
courtesy of bombers Bush and Blair. 
It’s a small world — or it will be if we let 
them get away with it! 


Objective reporting? 

“We don’t want you! Fury at 
race-hate provocation as BNP is 
set to fight council election in 
Leeds.” This rant appeared on 
the front page of the Yorkshire 
Evening Post, and set us won- 
dering as to what was actually 
going on. Were the good citizens 
of the drugs capital of the North 
parading the streets with 
banners declaiming their hatred 
for those who tell the truth? Or, 
even worse, were they arming 
themselves with staves and 
cudgels, or whatever, and 
rampaging around the streets in 
search of the ‘neo-Nazis’? Well, 
not exactly! The paper was 
merely quoting the comments 
of Lib-Dem councillor, Javaid 
Akhtar, a few other councillors, 
and the local Labour MP; in 
other words all those whose 
parties are responsible for the 
mess in which Leeds finds itself 
today. Nationalists need to be 
on their guard against this dis- 
honest and pernicious style of 
reporting, which is reminiscent 
of those sly references to 
‘controversial’, ‘public opinion’ 
and ‘extremist’ which litter the 
news bulletins and current 
affairs programs on TV. 


So who is better off? 


Kabul, the Afghan capital, 
was virtually crime-free under 
the internationally detested 
Taliban regime — not so much 
because everyone loved and 
respected the ruling faction, but 
rather more due to how law- 
breakers were dealt with. Bar- 
baric by Western standards, the 
tariff included the amputation 
of the right hand for burglary, 
while a street mugger would 
lose both the right hand and the 
left foot. Needless to say, ‘Liber- 
ation’ has brought with it a 
frightening resurgence of crim- 
inal activity with anything up to 
a dozen killings a week. Rather 
like inner-city dwellers in Britain, 
citizens are now fearful to walk 
the streets. However, as Bush 
and Blair aver, the important 
thing is to impose western 
‘democracy’ on these wretched 
people, whatever the cost. 


And how can we help? 


In the course of writing the 
above, it occurred to us that our 
treatment of those fundament- 
alist, hard-line, militant Muslims 
now residing in Britain was not 
entirely sympathetic. While, as 
a generality, we are strongly 
against pandering to the whims 
of minorities who, in our view, 
should be living elsewhere, we 
wondered if it would be poss- 


THE WAY WE 
LIVE NOW 


Some observations on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


ible to offer these people a 
small concession whereby 
offenders holding such extrem- 
ist persuasions could be tried 
and punished under the 
sternest and most rigorous 
tenets of their own Islamic 
Law. 


No cake for Pontefract 


“The end of a pit era. The 
closure of West Yorkshire’s last 
pit is set to sound the death 
knell for a community.” Yes, 
we are back with the Yorkshire 
Evening Post again, and with an 
anguished editorial which 
observed: “We are governed 
now as we are employed, and 
as our collective needs are 
served — by a code which puts 
profit, cost-cutting and the cold 
bottom line before people, their 
families and quality of life. A 
Conservative government 
started the dismantling of the 
pits, and a Labour government 
is finishing it off.” They could 
have added that this would 
never have happened under the 
wicked BNP. 


Terror in West London 


We found it difficult to cope 
with the news that, in Southall, 
a gang of around 20 Sikhs 
armed with knives and metal 
bats had murdered a Pakistani 
restaurant-owner in front of his 
customers. Surely, we recently 
read somewhere that the Sikhs 
were to be regarded as the nice 
guys and just the Muslims the 
villains! 


The guid auld days 


“Foot-ball was anciently a 
very favourite sport all through 
Scotland, but especially on the 
Borders. Sir John Carmichael of 
Carmichael, warden of the 
middle marches, was killed in 
1600 by a band of Armstrongs, 
returning from a foot-ball 
match. Sir Robert Carey, in his 
memoirs, mentions a great 
meeting appointed by the 
Scottish riders to be held at 
Kelso, for the purpose of 
playing at foot-ball, but which 
terminated in an incursion upon 


England. At present the foot- 
ball is often played by the inhab- 
itants of adjacent parishes, or 
of the opposite banks of a 
stream. The victory is con- 
tested with the utmost fury, 
and very serious accidents have 
sometimes taken place in the 
struggle.” (The Book of Scottish 
Anecdote, 7th. Edition, 1888). 
Sounds a bit rough. But how 
much more satisfying to cheer 
on local lads instead of overpaid 
prima donnas from all over the 
globe. 


A glutton for 
punishment? 


An Egyptian businessman 
has been sentenced to seven 
years in jail, with hard labour, 
for taking a fifth wife — which 
is, apparently, one over the 
Muslim legal limit. Given that a 
man of affairs should be able to 
count, at least as far as ten, we 
wondered whether this was 
perhaps some desperate ploy 
on his part whereby he might 
escape the clutches of the 
other four wives. 


Safety first, for some... 


The Crown Protection 
Services security guard and his 
purposeful looking mate, a large 
German Shepherd dog, keep a 
watchful eye on what is going 
on in and around Eldon Road, 
Kensington. Not much crime 
these days in an area where a 
five-story Victorian mansion 
could set you back a paltry £6 
million, but then actor Dustin 
Hoffman and other wealthy 
residents will each pay up to 
£1,000 a year to get a good 
night’s sleep. On the other 
hand, not many miles away 
over in Peckham, where there 
are not that many thousands of 
pounds to pay for life’s necess- 
ities, the story is different and 
horrifying. And if, in ghastly 
areas like this, a few British 
working people banded together 
to protect their old folk, their 
children and their modest 
possessions, the establish- 
ment, which lives largely in 
Kensington, St. John’s Wood 


and other well-heeled spots, 
would brand them as vigilantes 
and have them hunted down by 
that miserable remnant of a 
police force which was origin- 
ally designed to protect them. 


... and sweeteners 
for others 


While the self-perpetuating 
establishment does not give a 
fig for the folk on sink estates 
(their description not ours!), it is 
nevertheless anxious to fore- 
stall possible rioting, and the 
inevitable looting which follows, 
as this is bad news for any 
Chief Constable having an 
afternoon snooze, and for such 
as M&S or Dixons, together 
with their insurers. Thus it 
takes appropriate precautions if 
it thinks that one ethnic group 
may be more prone to bad 
behaviour than another. This 
group will get VIP treatment 
from the housing department, 
special consideration from 
social services, loads of leisure 
facilities and, of course, 
massive press coverage when 
one of its number is murdered. 
Can Blunkett, or maybe the 
Daily Mail, tell us how many 
white OAPs have been battered 
to death for a couple of quid 
since the demise of the 
Lawrence youth in April 1993? 


Mother of ... 
Parliaments? 


Old-wave comedians, new- 
wave comedians, look to your 
laurels and tremble, as we 
present the fabulous, the one 
and only Mr. Mirth, also known 
as Michael Martin, Speaker of 
the House of Commons, who 
has said: “The policy of the 
Labour Party has nothing to do 
with the Prime Minister.” Have . 
they actually discovered some- 
one with even less upstairs than 
his predecessor, Boothroyd the 
former chorus girl? 


The quality of mercy 

Shail Patel, a tender 21 years 
of age, stood in the dock, numb, 
speechless and horrified; his 
belief in British justice, tolerance 
and fair play shattered for all 
time. And his crime — that is if 
you can really call it a crime? 
Why, actually just a nifty spot 
of artwork on two severance 
pay cheques, whereby he 
would dishonestly get himself 
an extra couple of thousand 
pounds. A juvenile prank of 
course, but the court was not 
impressed. “100 hours comm- 
community service,” barked the 
unfeeling magistrate. 
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The Editor 
‘Spearhead’ 
PO box 24/1 
Hove 

E. Sussex BN3 4DT 


SIR: The recent Enron scandal perfectly 
demonstrates the degree of political and 
financial corruption that today exists in the 
West. Far from being mainly an American 
problem, the affair has brought British polit- 
icians and political parties into even further 
disrepute. 

Various sections of the media have 
asserted that Lord Wakeham, by tempor- 
arily resigning as chairman of the Press 
Complaints Commission (albeit while 
retaining his £156,000 salary), “did the 
honourable thing.” This is a strange 
concept of honour. Surely Lord Wakeham 
should have resigned permanently and in 
toto. Furthermore, to allay public disquiet 
regarding his judgement and motives, he 
should have resigned as head of the Royal 
Commission on the reform of the House of 
Lords. 

It may be that Lord Wakeham was 
unaware of the Enron skulduggery; if so, it 
is hardly surprising. How can anyone apply 
his mind to Enron’s affairs, running the PCC 
and reforming the House of Lords -— in 
addition to holding 19 directorships? 

That Enron made large donations to the 
Labour and Tory parties is further evidence 
of the cosy collusion that exists between 
multi-national business and selected polit- 
ical parties. One can imagine the furore that 
would have occurred had Enron made a 
donation to the BNP! 

The entire Enron episode is yet another 
example of the greed and graft so prevalent 
among the sleaze-ridden politicians both 
here and in America. 

RONALD RICKCORD 
Newport Pagnell, Bucks. 


SIR: The quite unnecessary ‘reforming’ of 
the Upper House has been the subject of 
much acrimonious debate. Many members 
of the Commons are determined to turn the 
Lords into an elected chamber. 

Where, the sceptic might ask, is the 
sense in having two elected Houses? One 
is surely bad enough when, to judge by the 
sparse turnout at general elections, at least 
half the electorate would agree with A.N. 
Wilson, writing in the Evening Standard, 
that in the Commons were to be found 
some of the most despicable people in 
Britain. 

The House of Lords when it was com- 
posed mainly of Hereditary Peers stood as a 
bulwark against the self-interestedness, 
blockheadedness and plain folly of the 
Lower House. Why would an elected Upper 
House be any less reprehensible than the 
Lower House already is? 
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Letters 


The Hereditary Peers have no vested 
interests to serve, as the often ambitious 
and not infrequently unscrupulous mem- 
bers of the Commons have. The Hereditary 
Peers do not take money to ask questions 
in the House, nor do they need to keep a 
weather eye on the fickle electorate to 
safeguard their seats as those in the 
Commons must. The aristocrats remain 
free to act in accordance with their good 
sense and their consciences for the good of 
the realm. 

Why are Tone and his odious gang so 
hell-bent on destroying the noble Upper 
House? Could it be true that what we fear 
we hate? Sometimes we hate others not 
because of what they are but because they 
make us aware of what we are. This philo- 
sopy is without a doubt the prime mover 
behind the so-called ‘reform’ of the Lords. 

The Lords when composed mainly of 
Hereditary Peers became a magic mirror to 
those in the Commons, which showed the 
poison dwarfs therein the true and nasty 
reflections of themselves. 

N.G. CHARNLEY 
Blackpool, Lancs. 


SIR: Nowhere in print in the mainstream 
mass media have | seen reference to 
100,000 or more children dying of leuk- 
emia in Iraq through American action in 
using degraded uranium in the bombs and 
shells being dropped on that country. 
There was a programme on TV about 
this late at night — | believe on Channel 
Four. American experts were consulted 
about this and they said it was “a crime 
against humanity.” 
L. PETTIFER 
Snargate, Romney Marsh, Kent 


SIR: Unfortunately, Antony Milne is 
mistaken in his assumption that Iceland is 
still an all-white country (Letters, February). 
| was on holiday there last Summer and | 
was shocked by the numbers of Blacks, 
Arabs, Asians and Orientals in Reykjavik. 
Even the smaller communities have the odd 
Asian or Oriental. 

Whilst things in Iceland have reached 
nowhere near the way they are in London, 
Reykjavik is almost as black as Southend (a 
town of similar size). 

This is a pity because Iceland is in all 
other respects a model society. With a pop- 
ulation of only 270,000, the Icelanders 
cannot afford to take any risks with immig- 
ration or they will be outnumbered in no 
time at all. 

J. BURTON 
Leigh-on-Sea, Essex 


SIR: Many white people in Britain feel like 
aliens in their own land, whereas black 
people look like, and in my view are, aliens 
in Britain. 

B. COUPE 

Bradford, Yorks. 


SIR: May | thank you for raising concern 
over the evil and inhuman way the Zionists 
(oops, sorry, Americans) are treating the 
Muslim prisoners of war (they are POWs, 
Mr. Bush!). It has sickened me to see the 
way they are being dealt with and the 


excuses made for this. 

| am not a bleeding-heart liberal either. | 
have been a BNP member for the past four 
years but | have not renewed my member- 
ship this year. | have serious concerns over 
Nick Griffin’s new policies and campaigns 
against Islam. Yes, Islam could be a threat 
towards Britain but who has caused the 
most damage to this country? The Zionists 
of course! 

| know a number of Muslims who have 
family over in Palestine, where they are 
treated like dirt by the Israelis, who are in 
their country illegally. 

Surely those who advocate an anti- 
Islamic policy should realise that America 
and Israel have an agenda to destroy Islam. 
And after Islam, who will be next? White 
Christians perhaps! 

Politics make strange bedfellows, and | 
think that Mr. Griffin would be wiser 
engaging in dialogue with Muslims — with 
whom we may find we have much in 
common over Zionism — instead of cam- 
paigning against them. 

S. WHITELEY 
Manchester 


SIR: The most hilarious headline of the year 
so far appeared in The Guardian on the 
28th January: “Straw gets tough in week 
of reckoning for Mugabe.” Given that 
Mugabe’s campaign of terror against white 
farmers has been careering ahead unhin- 
dered for several years, you might think 
this is long overdue. But what does it 
amount to? Straw has asked the EU to 
consider sanctions against Mugabe if he 
doesn’t behave himself. That should have 
him quaking in his boots. Gunboat diplom- 
acy it certainly ain’t. 

The EU has in fact now agreed to certain 
sanctions but they amount to very little, 
being directed not at Zimbabwe’s economy 
but only at Mugabe personally. These 
include the freezing of his personal over- 
seas assets in Europe and a Europe-wide 
travel ban on him and his immediate 
entourage. In view of other money he has 
stashed away, this will hurt him very little. 

Blair’s Government is always ready to 
run to the rescue of almost any ethnic 
group in the world but has a massive blind 
spot regarding white, English-speaking 
people. 

MARK TWIDDY 
London E.7 


SIR: Have you ever heard anything quite as 
inane as the move made by Lord Chief 
Justice Woolf to make the street theft of 
mobile phones a more serious offence than 
other mugging crimes, stipulating a 
minimum sentence of 18 months and up to 
three years for first-time offenders? 

What this means is that if a mugger 
bashes an old lady over the head and grabs 
her handbag containing her week’s pension 
but no mobile phone he is likely to get a 
lighter sentence than if he takes a mobile 
off a much younger person — which most 
mobile-owners are. ‘Madhouse Britain’ just 
doesn’t describe it! 

JOHN WILKINS 
London S.E.4 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the 
items listed below should be ordered 
from PO Box 20, Mansfield, Notts. 
NG19 6HP. Cheques/POs made payable 
to ‘Freedom Promotions’ . 


B.N.P. PUBLICATIONS 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 


This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Spreading the Word 


A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 


The BNP’s Manifesto for the 1999 Euro Election. 
24 pages long, it covers all the key areas in which 
EU membership is undermining Britain’s tradit- 
ional freedoms. 
£2.16 post-free 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Say ‘No to Muslim extremism! 


Spotlights the main danger from Islamic extrem- 
ists — not fanatics thousands of miles away the 
other side of the world but people here in Britain in 
our own midst, in our own communities. Price 
£8.00 for 1,000. 


Crime leaflet 

With soaring crime rates hitting inner-city, 
suburban and rural areas alike, this leaflet’s 
mixture of hard facts and humour should prove a 
winner all over the country. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Asylum-seekers leaflet 

Opposes the open-door policy for asylum-seekers 
that is allowing hundreds of thousands to flood 
into Britain each year and be given free homes 
and benefits. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Immigration leaflet 

Draws attention to the shocking figures that 
show Britons will be a minority in their country by 
2060. A real eye-opener. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Leaflet supporting Britain’s farmers 
Condemns destruction of the farming industry. 
Price £6.00 for 1,000. 


Postage rates for all the above leaflets are 
£6.50 for 1,000 and £7.05 for 2,000. Rates 
for larger consignments will be supplied on 
request. Address for leaflet orders and enquiries 
is PO Box 287, Waltham Cross, Herts. EN8 
82ZU. 


OTHER ITEMS 

Key rings 

BNP key rings with logo in red, white and blue are 
still available at just £1.50 each. Postage 40p per 


order (overseas £1.00) or free for orders of over 
£15.00. 


The Voice of 
Freedom 


Freedom 
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Freedom is the official newspaper of the 
British National Party. Retail price 45p. 
Sample copy 64p post-free. One-year 
subscription (British Isles) £8.65. For 
details of bulk rates and other inform- 
ation, write to: PO Box 1032, Woodford 
Green, Essex IG8 9GN. 


Flags 

The BNP has the following flags in stock: Union 
Jack; St. George’s flag; St. Andrew’s flag; Welsh 
Dragon flag; Ulster flag. All flags are priced at 
£6.00. These flags shouild be used to decorate 
party meetings. 


Lapel badges 

Official BNP badges all in red, white and blue but 
in different combinations. Union Jack badges also. 
Price £3.00 plus 40p p&p. 


T-shirts 

These are illustrated: ‘United we stand’ (Flags of 
four British lands against map back- ground of 
British Isles); ‘These colours don’t run’ (with 
Union or St.George’s flag on mast); ‘I stand for 
justice’ (Goddess of Justice with scales against 
background of Union Jack); ‘St. George for England 
— April 23rd’ (with drawing of St. George and the 
dragon). These capture the very essence of British 
Nationalism and cannot be recomm- ended too 
highly. Only available at present in extra-large 
size, all are in full colour. Price £10 each including 
p&p. Make cheques/POs payable to ‘Freedom 
Promotions’ and send to PO Box 20, Mansfield, 
Notts. NG19 GHP. 


Mousemats 
Round BNP mousemats now available at £5.00 
each. 


Anti-EU car stickers 

These 5”x3.5” stickers come in two styles 
(window or bumper). Please state which one you 
want. £1.20 each. 


PC-CDROM 

Issues 1-19 of Scorpion magazine now available 
for your PC at just £15.00. Usual orice £5.85 per 
issue, available only from Freedom Promotions. 


Freedom Promotions catalogue 

For a full list of books, badges, T-shirts, etc., 
send three first class stamps to PO Box 20, 
Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


The Truth at Last 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other white 
race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial six-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Free Speech 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broad- 
casts made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the 
American National Alliance. Of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears monthly. Send 
US$5 for sample copy. Subscription rates to the 
UK supplied on request. Write to PO Box 330, 
Hillsboro, WV 24946, U.S.A. 


FT ee seb eke Tevitearratl ye ee Ree ey 


ate 
\ masses 


dedicated activists and sympathisers alike. 


The cover price of /dentity is £1.95, but all readers of Spearhead can obtain 
their sample copies for a specially reduced post-inclusive price of just 

£2.00. Please make cheques or postal orders payable to the British National 
Party, and send to PO Box 51, Oundle, PE8 6WQ ' 
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FREEDOM PROMOTIONS (PHONE 0701 437 4137) 


P.O. BOX 20, MANSFIELD, NOTTS. NG19 6HP 


ANCIENT BRITAIN (James Dyer) £17.55. With 
over 130 illustrations and photographs, this book 
brings to life prehistoric Britain from the first 
occupation 450,000 years ago to the Roman 
invasion in 43 AD. A ‘must’ for enthusiasts of 
prehistoric agriculture, settlement. trade and ritual. 
1990 (rep 1995), 176pp. 

..AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £16.30. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 

ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £11.25. Con- 
vincing picture of life in our country between the 
4th and 7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was 
abandoned by the Roman legions to the Picts, 
Scots and Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £20.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 
BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE (Dorothy 
Whitelock) £7.85. Describes Anglo-Saxon culture 
and organisation and relations with the Celts 
between the leaving of the Romans and the coming 
of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 1991), 256pp. 


BELL CURVE. THE (Richard Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £28.85. This important book, which has 
aroused enormous controversy in the USA, deals 
with differences in intellectual capacity among 
people and groups. There is an examination of the 
theory that these could be accounted for by envir- 
onmental influences, and this is accorded the 
remarkably small amount of weight it deserves. 
1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. W.C. 
George) £1.50. An academic destroys the myth 
of race equality by using scientific research. 7Opp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.50. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every 
aspect of Britain’s disastrous membership of the 
EU. 1987, 62pp. 


BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) £ 
1.85. A strong plea for British independence from 
the EU bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 


BRITISH, THE (M.I. Ebbutt) £3.40. Sixteen tales 
of myth and legend that shaped the British 
consciousness. Illustrated throughout. First pub- 
lished in 1910 (reprint 1996), 374pp. 


BY WAY OF DECEPTION (Victor Ostrovsky) 
£20.60. Elated to have been chosen and granted 
the privilege of joining the é/ite team of Mossad, 
the Israeli secret service, the writer soon learns 
that the organisation, with its twisted ideals and 
total lack of respect for human life, has turned the 
Zionist dream into a nightmare. 361 pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£13.75. A study of the organisations and individ- 
uals seeking to suppress the historian David 
Irving’s freedom to travel and communicate, and 
of the smear campaign against him. The book 
relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts to get 
into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charmley) 
£22.80. A study of the Anglo-American relation- 
ship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous conse- 
quences of Churchill’s faith in US friendship. 
1995, xv,427pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £20.80. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War 
Il leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591 pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John Charmley) 
£31.85. This massive work follows David Irving 
in its raising of awkward questions concerning 
Churchill as a national leader, though the author 
is more moderate in his treatment of his subject 
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The prices given in this list include postal 
charges for dispatch within the British Isles. For 
postage applying to overseas orders, please write 
first for information before ordering. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques or 
postal or money orders should be made out to 
‘Freedom Promotions’ only, and should not be 
included in remittances sent to associated bodies 
for other items. Orders are likely to be dealt with 
more quickly if ‘Freedom Promotions’ is marked 
on the envelope. Please send all orders to our 
mail order address, which is:- 


Freedom Promotions 
PO Box 20 
Mansfield 
Notts. NG19 6HP 


E-mail: britishfreedom@hotmail.com 


New titles are marked * 

Please note this fact, which is of great import- 
ance: the books sold through Freedom Promot- 
ions are written by many different authors holding 
a number of different political and/or religious 
viewpoints, very few of them being in any way 
connected with Freedom Promotions’ parent org- 
anation, the British National Party. The party’s 
mail order book service distributes these books 
because it is felt that they fill important gaps in 
public information and understanding of vital 
national and international issues. This does not 
mean that all the contents of the books are repres- 
entative of the policies of the party. The party 
reserves the right to differ with some of the 
authors over some parts of their writings. 


than is Irving. 1993, 742pp. 


COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £12.55. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 2Oth century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A classic 
work by a mainstream historian, more relevant by 
the year! 643pp. 

COMMISSION FOR RACIAL EQUALITY, THE 
(Ray Honeyford) £36.35. The author, though 
sympathetic to multi-racialism, exposes the CRE 
and shows how it has a vested interest in 
depicting Britain as a society rotten with ‘racism’. 
1998, 313pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.75. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country.1966, 76pp. 


CONTROL OF THE COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA 
we TR Ws Fs THR a 


The ancient 
origins of the 
present 
financial 
swindle (see 
this page) 


AND CONDITIONING OF THE PUBLIC MIND (Col. 
B.S. Tuner) £10.50. An updated version of articles 
appearing in On Target newsletter. Packed with 
facts about the ownership of the media and their 
political bias. 1992, 34pp (A4) . 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£20.80. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little- 
known and long-suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.50. An important work on the international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF 
officer and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 


DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £9.30. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and injust- 
ices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £19.35. This book has attracted world-wide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems 
in America (and not just between Blacks and 
Whites). A comprehensive introduction to the sub- 
ject very relevant to Britain. 1981, 613pp. 
ECOLOGY AND EVOLUTION (Edited by Prof. 
Roger Pearson) £10.00. Various authors explain 
the evolution of the races of mankind, why the 
family is the basic unit of all successful societies 
and why ethnically homogeneous nations are 
most in accordance with human nature. 92pp. 
ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£29.30; paperback £20.82. Comprehensive state- 
ment of the case for modern British Nationalism. 
A partly autobiographical account of the author’s 
origins, first political stirrings and subsequent work 
in building up the British National Party. A’must’ 
for all BNP supporters. First published in 1988, 
this is an updated edition published in 1998, 537pp. 
ENGLISH WARRIOR, THE (Stephen Pollington) 
£16.80.* An account frorn earliest times to 1066 
of the rites, social attitudes, mythology and 
mentality of Anglo-Saxon warriorhood. This illus- 
trated book is a ‘must’ for anybody interested in 
early English military history. 1996, 272pp. 

EN ROUTE TO GLOBAL OCCUPATION (Gary H. 
Kah) £9.95. A high-ranking government liaison 
official exposes the secret agenda for One World 
that even the most sceptical observer must take 
into account. 1991, 224pp. 

ESSAY ON THE RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, 
AN (Hillaire Belloc) £4.00.* In this classic book the 
author sets out a blueprint for a healthy economy 
based on well-distributed private property. 1936, 
78pp. 

EVIL EMPIRE, THE (Paul Hellyer) £6.00. How 
globalisation is destroying the economy of Canada 
and turning that country into just another US state. 
A mirror image of the situation in Britain. 1998, 
111pp. 

FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £2.35. A 
graphic portrayal of our political and social life by 
one of the outstanding figures of post-war British 
Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£17.25. Reprint of the classic that exposes the 
plotting behind the first great bloodbath of 
modern history. 1919 (reprint 1988) , 519pp. 
GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£7.00. The first comprehensive account of the 
structure and influence of the Bilderberg Group 
and the Trilateral Commission. A report of special 
interest to students of world affairs. 1980, 96pp. 
GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £16.85. How American national sover- 
eignty and social justice are being sacrificed to 


the gods of the global economy. A powerful plea 
for national freedom and economic nationalism 
with great relevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 


HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Prof. Roger Pearson) 
£10.75. Covers race, eugenics and modern science. 
A scholarly but eminently readable criticism of 
egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD in Anthro- 
pology. 1996, 162pp. 

HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE, THE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £11.45. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 

JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £13.00. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. 118pp. 

KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £8.85. A former farming journalist des- 
cribes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking number 
of independent farmers. A truly shocking but 
important book. 194pp, 


LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £9.00. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the western 
allies to Stalin for slaughter between 1944 and 
1947. 304pp. 


LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £9.25. 
A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are threat- 
ening our future. 1980, 246pp. 


LOOKING FOR THE LOST GODS OF ENGLAND 
(Kathleen Herbert) £5.45.* Sifting through royal 
genealogy, charms, verse and various other 
sources, the authoress finds clues to the names 
and attributes of the gods and goddesses of the 
early English. 1994 (rep 2000), 64pp. 
MABINOGION (Translated by Lady Charlotte E. 
Guest) £2.90.* These 12 Welsh prose tales written 
in the Middle Ages, but thought to date back to 
the dawn of Celtic civilisation, are a masterpiece 
of European literature. They are sure to delight 
scholars, students, lovers of myth and legend and 
general readers. 1997, 209pp. 

MAMMON VERSUS GOD (Dr. Kitty Little) £1.50. 
The author exposes usury and argues that the 
international banking system is an enemy of Christ- 
ianity and western civilisation. 1993, 30pp. 
MANY SHADES OF BLACK (John Bean) £9.45. 
Political autobiography of one of Britain’s leading 
nationalists of the 1950s and 1960s. The writer 
describes the major developments in the patriotic 
movement in those times, together with his own 
assessment of the issues over which it was 
sometimes divided. 252 pp. 

MY AWAKENING (David Duke) £18.85. Perhaps 
America’s foremost nationalist political leader of 
the present day, the author gives an account of 
his background, his political development and the 
stirring campaigns in which he has _ fought, 
including the one that resulted in his being elected 
to the Louisiana Legislature. 1998, 717pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £9.10. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First pub- 
lished 1952, 128pp. 

NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS, THE (Laszo 
F. Thomay) £8.60. An examination of racial ten- 
sions in a number of areas, showing that they are 
based not on hate nor bigotry but on natural univ- 
ersal laws. 1993, 145pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£12.75. An exposure of the financial powers that 


seek to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972, 288pp. 


ORIGIN OF THE ENGLISH NATION, THE (H. 
Munro Chadwick) £ 15.40. An account of the 
origins of the Saxons, Germans, Jutes and Danes 
following their invasions and migrations, with 
relevant maps. 1983, 233pp. 


A glimpse 
into the 
world of 


secret 
politics 
(see this 
page) 


ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£11.25. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of produgtion to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable econ- 
omic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 582pp. 


OTHER SIDE OF DECEPTION, THE (Victor Ostrov- 
sky) Hardback £20.00; Paperback £8.95. In this 
sequel to By Way of Deception, the rogue agent 
exposes Mossad’s secret agenda and tells the 
truth about the death of Robert Maxwell and the 
near-assassination of George Bush Snr. 300pp. 


PEACE-WEAVERS AND SHIELD-MAIDENS (Kath- 
leen Herbert) £5.45.* Shows how women played 
a major role in early English life in both peace and 
war. It relates the impressions they left in Britain 
and on the Continent, how they were recorded in 
early English chronicles and how they came alive 
in heroic verse and jest. 1997, 64pp. 
PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £ 11.60. An eminent scholar argues that 
civilisation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923 (rep. 1983), 227pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.75. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements that have wielded 
it in the 20th century.1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00. The author, a pro- 
fessional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race 
means and how the concept has affected human 
thinking. 1974, 625pp. 

RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. £1.00. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4) . 
RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £5.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue.that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £18.85. 
Reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Saxons, 
Vikings and Normans, with information on related 
peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), vi, 273pp. 
RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY (H.B. 
Isherwood) £ 1.00. The author uses and quotes the 
Bible to defend racial separatio.. 1970, 16pp. 


RESPONSE, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.25. 
The author answers the critics of his previous book, 
The Trap, and explains point by point why they are 
wrong. 1995, 203pp. 

REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £7.35. A series of incisive essays arguing 
that white patriots should adopt insurgent rather 
than conservative strategies to defend their culture 
and values. Although it is written for Americans, 
this book contains many invaluable lessons for 
British Nationalists also. 1997, 250pp. 

ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £11.55. A former official of the Euro- 
pean Commission exposes the lies and deceit 


involved in the establishment of the Exchange 
Rate Mechanism (ERM) and the dangers involved 
in.European monetary union and European feder- 
alism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 
MENTS (Nesta H. Webster) £15.95. Using a 
great mass of evidence, this book shows that 
there is some secret and directing influence behind 
the subversive movements of modern times, as 
well as of the past. Its conclusions cannot be 
shaken by offhand denial. 1924, 419pp. 
SHOCKLEY ON EUGENICS AND RACE (Prof. 
Roger Pearson) £15.00. 22 of Prof. Shockley’s 
original articles on race, eugenics and dysgenic 
trends in western society. 1992, 300pp. 
STANDARDBEARERS. £7.50. Subtitled ‘British 
Roots of the New Right’, this is a collection of 
essays on 20 political and cultural heroes for 
British Nationalists, showing that we do not have 
to look abroad for inspiration in such matters. 
1999, 176pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian B. Monahan) 
£9.25. A series of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. A 
superb exposure of the illegitimate power struct- 
ures that exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind 
the scenes’ of international politics by a 
renowned expert. 1987, 61 pp. 


THUS SPAKE ZARATHUSTRA (Friedrich Nietz- 
sche) £9.20. A doctrine of racial progress towards 
the development of the Superman. This edition 
1969, 343pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Elizabeth 
Freeman) £10.00. A collection of extracts and 
snippets from many writings of mostly non-liberal 
authors. Ideal for looking up useful quotes. Written 
from a Catholic viewpoint. 1984, 171 pp. 

TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £9.25. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global free 
trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 216pp. 
TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
& Norris McWhirter) £10.00. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government of John 
Major in signing the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 
123pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
£1.25. A look at how organisations infiltrate the 
Government and Parliament to further their own 
interests, dealing specifically with those on the 
extreme left. 1986, 25pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£5.25. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. The writer 
once worked as a public relations adviser to lan 
Smith. 3rd ed. 1995, xv, 92pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson! £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 
113pp. 


WORLD COUPD’ETAT IS PLANNED, A (Dr. Kitty 
Little) £1.25. An update and new dimension to 
Treason at Westminster, this book explains how 
the European Union is just another step towards a 
one-world state. 1997, 16pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£22.85. Sensational and courageous expose of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew who 
got into a great deal of trouble with his co- 
racialists as a result of this work. 1982, 904pp. 


ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £11.50. A 
study of 20th century history, covering such 
events as the Bolshevik Revolution, the origins of 
World War II, the creation of Israel and the relation- 
ship between communism and capitalism. One of 
the very best books for those seeking an under- 
standing of the modern world. 1992, 205pp. 


Page 25 


Spearhead and the BNP 


SPEARHEAD is, and has been since its 


launch in 1964, an independent publication. 


It is self-financing and has never been a 
financial drain on any political party to which 
it has given editorial support. No party, nor 
branches thereof, have ever been obliged to 
buy copies; all do so of their own free will. 

Whichever political party Spearhead has 
supported, it has retained its freedom to 
criticise specific actions by that party if, in 
the opinion of its editor, they are prejudicial 
to the broader cause of British Nationalism to 
which our magazine has always been comm- 
itted. On the other hand, Spearhead has been 
willing to open its columns to people wishing 
to criticise its own writings or in other ways 
express disagreement with its editor — as long 
as such criticism has been intelligently and 
rationally argued. So it will continue. 

From the foundation of the British National 
Party in 1982, Spearhead has, we think we 
can claim, played a major role in its pro- 
motion and development, while not costing 
the party a penny — quite the contrary; for 
instance, when the present BNP chairman 
Nick Griffin was engaged by Spearhead as 
editor during 1996-99 we provided by far the 
greater part of his personal income, while 
about half his time was spent working actively 
for the party. In this way Spearhead, indir- 
ectly, subsidised the party to a considerable 
extent. 

Spearhead has continued to support and 
promote the BNP to this day. It has continued 
regularly to advertise the party, as well as its 
two main publications and its book sales 


section Freedom Books. This is despite the 
fact that, by a policy decision, the party has 
refused to carry any reciprocal advertise- 
ments for Spearhead. Spearhead regularly 
carries reports of party activities (it would 
carry more were it to be informed about 
them) and mentions their main participants, 
including speakers, regardless of whom. In 
contrast, it has clearly become party policy 
not to report events at which our editor has 
participated as a speaker — however well- 
attended and successful they may have been. 

We do not therefore think that the CV of 
Spearhead as a staunch and loyal ally of the 
BNP needs to be defended. 

Spearhead will, on the other hand, carry 
items criticising decisions or actions carried 
out in the name of the BNP should this be 
thought necessary. Occasionally we have 
been taken to task in letters for this — though 
these have, interestingly enough, been very 
few. We provide criticism as a friend of the 
party, not as an enemy; and never does our 
criticism descend to the ‘yahoo’ level used by 
some when criticising Spearhead or its editor. 
At the same time, Spearhead will give — and 
has given — praise to the party when praise is 
due. 

People who think that Spearhead should 
remain mute in the face of things in the BNP 
which we believe are damaging to it indicate 
simply that they do not believe in democracy 
or free speech. At any rate, regardless of 
them, we will continue to report on the BNP 
honestly and forthrightly. If some do not like 
this, that’s their problem. 


| How to obtain Spearhead 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 
British Isles £24.000; Overseas surface mail £26.000; Air mail Europe £28.000; Air mail 


elsewhere £34.0000. 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required in the 


for banker’s commission and charges. 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 


Make sure of your regular copy of Spearhead by becoming a subscriber. Please fill in 
the form here and send it to us, together with payment, as directed. Please note also 
the rates for bulk-buyers. 


10-19 copies £1.10 each; 20-49 copies £1.00 each; 50-99 copies 83p each; 100-199 
copies 69p each; 200-499 copies 60p each; 500 copies 55p each. For advice on postal 
rates for these quantities please contact our office. | 
All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to | 
PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 4DT. Please do not include payment for l 
Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 


| 
| 
| 
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| case of cheques and money orders and £2.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


ERRORS IN SEARCHLIGHT 


In the February issue of Searchlight 
magazine there is a report on a discuss- 
ion paper issued by our Editor in Dec- 
ember dealing with problems in the 
British National Party. As the paper 
was not secret and was sent to a fairly 
wide number of people, there is 
nothing remarkable in the fact that a 
copy got into Searchlight's hands. 

Whilst the Searchlight summary of 
the paper is mostly factual, there are 
two errors which should be corrected. 
In one place it is stated that Mr. 
Tyndall intends to contest the BNP 
leadership this year. In fact he has not 
yet made any definite decision on this 
matter and nowhere does the paper 
suggest otherwise. 

Secondly, Mr. Tyndall did not, as 
claimed, refer to the Red, White and 
Blue Summer festival as “woefully 
attended,” but merely disputed official 
party figures for its attendance and 
criticised its financial costing. 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 


Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.30 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.32 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
stand for 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTIONS, 
MAY 2nd: BIG EFFORT NEEDED! 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY branches in 
a number of areas of Britain will be con- 
testing seats in this year’s round of local 
government elections, to take place on May 
2nd. The party hopes particularly to do well 
in the North West of England, following on 
from its excellent general election results 
there last year. 

In a message on the BNP website it has 
been announced that “the BNP will make its 
biggest push yet in order to win seats and 
get our candidates elected.” Further on, the 
message says:- 


“By engaging in Community Politics in 
neighbourhoods, canvassing, leafleting, 
engaging with our people on relevant local 
issues, the BNP is sinking firm roots and 
building solid areas of support. Our local 
party organisations can be found cam- 


Calling ‘Scottish Nationalist’ 


In last month’s post was a letter add- 
ressed to our editor, the source of which 
remains a mystery. It strongly attacks an 
article by Michael Walsh printed in last 
month’s issue. It raises queries about the 
use of the Lawson legacy. Finally, it takes 
issue with a letter by one of our corres- 
pondents about Islam. 

Our editor would be more than happy to 
reply to this letter — but for the fact that it 
bears no address, only a Glasgow post- 
mark. We do not know whether ‘Scottish 
Nationalist’ means that the writer is an 
SNP supporter or merely a British 
Nationalist living in Scotland. 

At any rate, if ‘Scottish Nationalist’ will 
reveal who and where he (or she) is, a reply 
to his (or her) questions will be sent. 


JOKE CORNER 


A brief letter arrived in our mail last month 
— with no name or address, needless to say. It 
contains the suggestion — which will cause 
widespread mirth among those who know our 
editor well — that he is a big drinker! The last 
time we heard of this tale was in 1999, when 
Tony Lecomber was touting it around to any- 
one who would listen. Anyway, here is the 
letter:- 


“Dear Dozy twat, 
“Here are two suggestions for 2002. 
“(1) Stop whinging about the way the BNP 
is run — it’s being run better now than 
when you were in charge. 
“(2) If you do have to whinge, research 

- your facts first. The Voice of Freedom has 
not discontinued the unit listing at all (Jt 
has — only regions are listed. Ed.). Lay off 
the booze John — it’s not good for you.” 


At the top of the letter is the injunction 
“Publish if you dare.” 
We dare. 


paigning to halt the closure of a local youth 
club, lobbying the council for local resi- 
dents with genuine grievances, opposing 
planning applications on Green Belt land, 
and other community work to compensate 
for inadequate municipal authorities who 
waste taxpayers’ money on ‘refugees’ and 
Politically Correct pet projects.” 


Spearhead urges all its readers to do all 
they can to help the BNP campaigns. Where 
readers are living in areas close to where 
seats are being fought, they should get in 
touch with the local branches to enquire 
about activities, and then do their best to 
help in these activities all the way up to 
Polling Day. And all readers can help boost 
these election campaigns by providing 
financial support as well. The best way to 
do this is ascertain which regions are 


fighting seats (we have named one) and 
send the donations direct to the regions in 
question. 

May 2nd provides the BNP with its best 
opportunity for a long time to add to the 
one victorious local government election it 
has fought: the one in East London’s 
Millwall in September 1993. let’s do it! 


Read Spearhead on 


the Internet! 


The best articles and news items 
published in Spearhead in recent 


months can now be seen on the 
Spearhead website. You can visit 
this site at:- 


www.spearhead-uk.com 


BNP campaigning against 
asylum-seeker centres 


BNP active units over Britain have been 
taking the lead in local campaigns against 
the setting up of centres for the housing 
of asylum-seekers — campaigns given 
added resonance following the demolition 
by asylum-seekers themselves of the 
Yarl’s Wood Centre in Bedfordshire last 
month. 

East Midlands activists have been 
particularly busy in this area of party 
work. The region is currently leafleting 
against centres in Nottinghamshire and 
Lincoln- shire, and support from local 
people is coming in fast and strong. The 
campaign has included attendance at 
local council meetings and a great deal of 
press work. 

Organiser Steve Belshaw has asked 
us to point out five other prospective sites 
for refugee centres elsewhere in the UK — 
sites, that is, which are now under consid- 
eration but have not yet been finally 


chosen. These are:- 


(1) QinetiQ (formerly DEFRA), Per- 
shore, Worcestershire. 

(2) Sully Hospital, Cardiff. 

(3) Hooton Park, Ellesmere Port, 
Cheshire. 

(4) Land vacated by MoD Logistics, 
Bicester, Oxfordshire. 

(5) Air West Edinburgh (formerly RAF, 
Turnhouse, Edinburgh). 


The Home Office intends to invite 
contractors to compete for the business of 
building or refurbishing the centres and of 
running them. Officials are now beginning 
a process of dialogue with site-owners and 
local planning authorities. Public meetings 
will be taking place over the coming 
weeks, and local residents will be able to 
be present to raise their any concerns they 
might have. 

The BNP should be there! 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations 
from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 


these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle 
the magazine. Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to Spearhead, PO Box 2471, Hove, East 
Sussex BN3 4DT. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested — in which case an 
SAE would be much appreciated. Thanks. 
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FIGHTING FOR BRITAIN - 
WORTH YOUR SUPPORT! 


@ The British National Party 
fights for the maintenance 
of our national borders 
against invasion 


® The British National Party 
fights for the restoration of 
British manufacturing 
industry 


@® The British National Party 
fights for the return of 
integrity and decency to 
public life 


@® The British National Party 
fights for Britain’s national 
freedom 


® The British National Party 
fights for the preservation 
of our national heritage 


® The British National Party 
fights for the future of our 
children 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 
Britain’s only hope 


For more information on the 
Bnitish National Party, write 
and send 50p to:- 


The Secretary 
PO Box 287 
Waltham Cross 
Herts. EN8 8ZU 


Tel. 0700 900 2671 


You can make a photocopy of this page or use a plain piece of 
. paper if you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 
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